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PREFACE. 


He Author of this Piece was one Monlicar de 
Rodov, Philoſophy Profeſſor in the Royal Col- 

ledge at Nilmes, & City of Languedoc in France 
where it was written, But as ſoon as it was print- 
ed, it was ſuppreft by the Command of Authority, 
probibiting all perſons to keep any of them, upon I 
know not what ſeyere penalties, and ſuch Copies as 
'* could be found, were publickly burnt by the Hang- 
man, about 1660. whereupon the poor Gentleman, 
for fear of being condemned to keep company with 
his Books, was forced to fly to Geneva, where be 
not long after died, Theſe Severities of our Adver- 
ſanes bring to my Temembrance wat 4 learned and 
ingenious Frenchman once told me, viz. that this ſmall 
Trat hath more netled their Party, than any one 
Prece that ever was extant in France ſince the Re- 
formation of Religion there, Whether that be a 
MuFike, 1 know not, but this I dare affi:/#3, that 
thongh many famous men of that Kingdom have, , 
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the memory of this Age, written very ſmartly againſt 


the Romilh Hereſies, yet there # not one of them 
whoſe Perſon and Writings have had ſuch hard mea: 
ſure. Whence it appears that our Amthor (his very 


Enemies being Judges) hath made good what he un- | 


dertook,, viz. he hath deſiroyed that great Diana the 
Maſs, and hath alſo, by way of prevention, deſtroyed 
all: the arguments made ſe of by the Romiſh Dottors 
for the reftoring and re-eſtabliſhing of her : which he 
hath ſo well performed, that to thu very day, not one 
of them hath dared ſo much 4: to attempt torevive her, 


by anſwering his Book; ſo that bere you may ſee ber | 


laid in her Grave, without hope of reſurrethion ; and 
therefore the Book, may very fitly be termed, The 
Funeral. of the. Maſs ; and conſequently the Funeral 
of Romiſh Hereſies and Idolatries, as the Author 
well obſerves. For the truth is, the Maſs and the Ro- 


miſh Religion are almoſ# convertible terms, ſa that | 


if the former. be deſtroyed, the latter muſt vaniſhin- 
ro its firſt nothing; and therefore our Ati hor having 
deſtroyed the Maſs bath defiroyed the thing called Po- 
pery too. , As for the mos,Frens abſurdities and blaſ- 
phemies which jlow from this owe Romiſh Dodrixe 
of che Sacrifice of the AF, they would fill white 
Pe:umes ; but 1 ſnatl aprent ty {elf to fay, thatthe 
Mafs configs of more grofs and abeminable Superſti- 
ridys,. Phanaticiſms, and ldolgtries than cyer have 
bein praci fed by the weft ignorant « Pangics., What 
the: Tenets of the Romaniits, are »--ayd johat their 
Practices baye been in wejerence to Proteſtant Aſus 
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 oifirates and People, woful & ſad experience hath ſuf- 
ficiently taught the World... 1 [ball only add, that they 
are as pernicous to our Bodies and Eſtates, as their 
| heretical , Doftrines, -atifl jdolatrous Services *are to 
| our Souls, And conſequently 10 introduce Popery in- 
q ro this Kingdom would be an att as unpolit; kr 
| chriſtian, as bath been demonſtrated i in Inat incom- 
| | parable piece entituled, The citabliſhed-Feligion in 
| oppolition ro Popery. , But becauſe (1 FE not 
ty what ſtrange infatuation or enchan!tment, or rather 
, | by wonderful judgment of God) this monflrow, abſurd, 
| and deftruttive (ſhall I call it?) Religion prevails a- 
| | mongst us, 1 thought good to Frgliſh and Print this 
ſmall Treatiſe, 4 the bef 4:tidore againſt Popery (the 
Holy Scripturegexcipted ) tnat ever Iread ; and for 
ought I know, it is not inferior tothe beſt of this kind, 
- [that ever was yet extant : to which opinion the harſh 
t \uſage it hath had from ear Adverſarics, as aforeſaid, 
- \doth certainly give no ſmall Tefimony. . But 1 knoip 
o \that the boly Scripture it ſelf cannot prefut except God 
- (be pleaſed to give his bleſſing, much leſs can this Book ; 
ard therefore, 1 carnefily befeech h:im to make it 
e proſperous and ſucceſsful for t; 'e god of Souls ;, ne 
e If any ſhall receive benefit by it, 1 deſire then: to [7 
e im all the glory, and then 1 (bel (02k 311 ſelf rs 
- Ptely recompenſed for my p.aiits 1h trahftating tt. 
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The Contents of the Chapters. 
Chap. I 


Is my Body 
Chap. IE. 


eateth my Fleſh, and drinketh my Bloud har 
+, Eternal lite, My Fleſh 1s meat indeed, &c.. 
Chap. III, 
3. Againſt Tranſubſtantiation. 
Chap. IV. 
| 4. Againſt the real Preſence of Chrifts Body in th 
| Hoſt, or conſecrated «6. gh 
| Chap. V 
| 5. Againſt the adoration or adn of the Hoſt, 
| Chap. VI. 
6, Againſt the taking away of the Cup, 
Chap, YII. 
7, Azainſt the Maſs, 
Chap. VIIL. 
8. Containing Anſwers to the Objefions of the R 
m!ſh Dodors, 


{ Dygopaty Sas the Expoſition of theſe words, This 


2, Concerning the Expoſition of theſe words, He a 
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Concerning the Expaſition: of theſe words, This is 
my Body, IT 


Ho Romaniſts are wont to: tell us, that 

l theſe words of Jelus Chriſt, This is. yuy 
Body, are ſo clear to prove the Real Pre- 
conſequently to prove 'Tranſubſtantiaction (or the 
ſubſtantial converſion of the Bread into Chrilts Bo» 
dy) that they are amazed we cannot perceived me- 
niteſt a truth, Againſt which I form this Argument: 
He that ſpeaks contrary tothe uſage of all the world, 
and takes words otherwiſe than all other men. doz 
muſt, withour- doubt, ſpeak very obſcurely : But if Je- 
{us Chriſt by theſe words, This is my Body; had 
meant the real preſence of, his Body in the Hoſt; (as 
the Romiſh DoQtors afſert) and conſequently had 
meaet the fubſtantial converſion of the Bread ints 
his Body, he lizd ſpoken contrary to the common 


| alage of all the world, and hath taken the words 


other- 
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otherwiſe thanall other men do, which I thus prove. 
There was never any Author either ſacred, or pro-' | 
fane, that made uſe ot ſuch words as theſe, This is my 
Body, to fignihe the ſubltantial converſion of one 
thing into another ; or to {ignitic the real preſence 
of-a' thing! immediately afteri the pronouncing of 
them, and not before, On the contrary, there was | 
never any tnarithat did not ufe them to ignine, that 
the thing was already.that Which it was faid to be, 
For example ; When God the Father, ſpeaking of 
Jeſus Chrilt,-faid, This 25*my beloyed- Son, it'is cer - 
tain that Jeſus Chrilt'was the Son of God before 
God faidit: and in common uſage itis never ſaid, 
this' is that; except the thing be {o before it is ſaid 
robeſo.. Forexample; 'We'ido not ſay this is a 
Table, before that, which'we mean bythe word this, 
be a Table,-[Therefore itis'contrary tothe common 
{tile of all Authors, as well ſacred as profane, afid 
contrary to the common uſage ob all men, to make 
theſe wordsoft Jeſus Chriſt, This is my Body, to fignt- 
tiethe fibRtancal converſion of the Bread into Chriſts 
Body; and'the rezl preſence of his Body in the Hoſt 
rmmediately after tho pronouncing of them by the 
Prieſt; and not before. Seeing then'that Jeſus Chriſt, 
when he (aid, This is my Body, did not ſpeak contrary 
to the common ulage of all the world, and did'not 
rake 'the'words oetherwile than all other inendo, it 
neceflarily follows that theſe words-of Jeſus Chriſt, 
This is my Body, do not/hignihe the ſubſtantial con- 
veifion of the Bread into Chiiſts Body, nor the rea 

' prel.nce 


"f- Ch.1, Or the Maſs dead and buried, 3 


preſence of Chrilts Body in the Hoſt immediately 
after the Prieſt hath pronounced them, and nat be- 
fore. And this beipg ſo, the Romiſh Doors mult 
{eek ſome other pallages of Scripture than this, This 
is my Body, to prove {uch2 converſion, and ſuch a 


preſence; and (ceing they can find none, I conclude 


that ſuch a conyerſton, and ſuch a preſence, have 
no fourdatianin holy Scripture, 

2. That which 1 haye faid concerning common 
uſage is founded on this realon, viz. becauſe things 
mukt be before there can be any Image, Picture, 
or repreſentation of them, and conſequently Images 
are after the things, whereot they are Images © But 
words are the Images of conceptions, and concepti- 
ons the Images of things; Therefore things are ſuch 
before we can really conceive them to be ſuch, and 
we conceive them to be{uch, before we can ſay they 
are{uch, Therefcre that which Jeſus Chriſt held & 
gave to his Diſciples, expreſſed by the word this, was 
his Body, before he conceived that it was his Body, 
and ke conceived that it was his Body, before he (aid 
This is my Body ;, and conſcquently it is not by ver- 
wwe of theſe words, This is my Body, that that which 
Jeſus Chriſt gave to his Diſciples, expreſſed by the 
word this, was his Body ; butrathericis by bleſſirg 
the Bread, or thankſgiving, that the Bread was made 


. the Body of Chriſt, becauſe it was made the Sacra- 


ment of it, Whence it {cllows, that theſe words, 
this is my Body, mult be expounded thus, this Bread 1s 
my Body ; and theſe words, this Bread is my Body, 

B wit 
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muſt be expounded thus, this Bread ts the Sacrament 
of my Body; which 1 prove thus : 

A Propoſition muſt be expounded according 
rothe nature of the thing in queſtion ; for example, 
If a man, pointing at the Kings Perſon, ſhould ſay, 
this is the King, the Propolition mult be expounded 
thus, this is the Kings Perſon, beeaule the Kivgs Per- 
{on is meant: But if a man comivginto a Painters 
Shop, and pointing at the Kings Picture, ſhould (ay, 
this :> the Kirg, the Propoſition muſt be expounded 
thus, this is the Kings Pifture ;, becauſe here his 'Pi- 
QRureis meant, Even ſoif Jeſus Chrilt, l2y:vg his 
hand on his Breaſt, had ſaid this is my Body, we mult 
vthout Coubt have underſtcod the Propoſition con- 
cerning his rez] Body, and not concetning the Sign 
or Sacrament of ir; becauſe his very Body had been 
then meant, and not the Sign or Sacrament of it: 
But Jeſus Chriſt being about to inſtitute rhe Eucha- 
rift, and to that end having taken Bread, bl: fled it, 
and given it to his D: iciples with theſe words, T abe, 
eat, this 1s my Body, it is evident that they mult be 
underſtood of the Sacrament of his Body, and the 


Propoſition muſt be expounded thus, this is the $4- 


crament of my Body, becauſe here the Saciament of 
h's Body is meant. And ſeeing a Sacrament is a viſt- 
ble 191 of an inviſtble Grace, as the Council of Trent 
fairh, 11 irs ſ1x:h Seſſion, 12 1s evident that thus Propo- 
litton, This is my Body, be ing expounded by th's, this 
is the S:crament of my Body, may be expounded thus, 
this ts the ſign of my Body ; which 1 confirm thus : 
4, In 
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. In theſe two Propolitions, - This is my Body, 
This Cap is the New Teſtament in my Blood, the word 
[is] mult be raken in the ſame ſenſe, becauſe they are 
alike, having been pronounced upon the ſame mat- 
ters viz. the one upon one part of the Sacrament, 
and the other upon the other part of it ; and becauſe 
of l:ke things we mult give a like judgment, Bur in 
this Propcfition, this Cup ts the New Tefament, t, the 
word | is] is not taken for a real and tra::ſubitantiated 
being ; - but for a ſacramental and lignificative being: 
bec.ule neither the cup, nor that which isin the cu: 
is changed into a Teſtament; neither is it real! 'y 
and properly a Teitament, but the Sz 2Ccrainent cf the 
New Teſtament, Therefore in this Prc politicn 
likewiſe, this is 32 Body, the word [is] is nor taken 
fora real and tranſubſtantiated being ; bur for a ſa- 
cxunental 2nd fignificative being : and conſequently 
as this Propoltion, this Cup 35 the New Teſtament , 
muſt be expounded thus , the Wine that is in the cup 
is the Sign and Sacrament of the New Teſtzment: 
So this Propolicion, this is my Body mult be expo.ind- 
ed thus, this Breads the Sig'1 and Sacrament of my 
Body. Whenee it f. lows hatin one ſingle Propa- 
{tion of Jeſus Chiilt in the 1oſticur'on of the Sacra- 
ent of the Euchariſt, viz. this Cup is the New Te- 
ftament, there are two figures, one inthe god Cup, _ 
beirg taken for that which is in the cupzthis 1 i$a hgure 
c:Il 2 Metonymie, wacreby the thing containing 1s ta-, 
ken for the thing contai incd. - The ather figure = 
that the Cup is culed the New Tcltamient ; thisis 
B 2 2Iſo 
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alſo a figure called a Meronymie, whereby the ſrgn is 
called by che name of the thing ſignified, And there- 
forc the Romiſh DoRors are miſtaken when they 
tell us that all that Jeſus Chriſt ſaid when he inflicnted 
the Euchariſt, mutt be taken literally, and without a 
fizure, But withal we muſt not _— that Jeſus | 
Chrilt {pake'obſcurely, becauſe he ſpake figuratively, | 
theſe figures and manners of fpeech being common- 
ly and familiarly uſed by all the world. 

5. But when we ſay that theſe words, this is my 
Body, this is my Bloud, muſt be expounded thus, this 
Bread is the Sign and Sacrament of my Body, this 
Wine is the Sign and Sacrament of my Bloud, we 
donot mean that the Bread and Wine are barely and 
{imply Ggns of Chriſts Body and Bloud ; but we be- 
lievethac the Bread and Wine in the Euchariſt ate 
Ggns that do exhibirthe Body and Blood of Chriſt 
to Believers : For when they do, by the mouth of 
tre body receive the Breatand Wine of the Eucha- 
1iit, they do at the fame time, by the mouth of the 
fou!, viz, by Faith, receivethe Body of Chrift bro- 
ken, and his Bloud ſhed for the remiſſion of their 
ſins, as will be proved in the next Chapter. 

5, Add hereunto this one Argument : When a 
ma! 12th that a thing is ſuch, if it be not ſuch, during 
the whole time, which he imploys in ſaying itis ſuch, 
he makes a falſe Propoſition. For example, When 
a man faith that a Wall is white, if ic be not white, 
during the whole time he imploys in faying itts white, 
he makes a faile Propofirion, Bur (according tothe 


Rom iſh 


. Band Wy, Yew wm , Ws 


2 


Ch.1. Or the Maſi dead and bunted. 7 
Remiſh Doctors) when Jeſus Chriſt ſaid, 1his 3s my 
Body, it was not his Body during the whole time 
which he imployed in ſaying this 5s 3ny body ; for, 
they ſay, it was his body afcerward only : There- 
fore, according to rhe Romiſh DoCtors, Jeſus Chriſt 
utzered a falſe Propoſition : which being b!aſphe- 


' mous to affirm, we mult lay down this for a founda- 


tion, that that which Jeſus Chriſt pave his Diſciples 
when he ſaid, this i; my body, was his body, not on- 
ly after he had ſaid it, but alſo while he was ſaying it, 
and before he ſaid ir, And here we have this advan- 
rage of thoſe of the Romiſh Church, that we believe 
the truth of theſe words of Jeſus Chriſt, this is my 
body, much better than they do; becauſe they believe 
it at onetime only, yiz. after he had (aidit : but we 
believe it-at three ſeveral times, viz. before hefaid 
it, when he was faying ir, and after he bad ſaid it, 
But here ſome may object that we muſt not take the 
words of our Lord in too rigorous a ſenſe, and that 
in theſe words, this is my body, we muſt not take the 
Preſent tenſe for the next Future, and'then the fenſe 
will be this, this will immectacly be my body. To 
which Ianfwer, that the Romiſh Doors will have us 
take theſe words, this is my body, in the rigour of the 
literal ſenſe, and then the Propoſition ts evidently 
falſe, I know that the Preſent renſe may þe taken 
for the next Pature, as when Jeſus Cliſt faid, I go 
to my Father, and to your Father; 1 go to my God, 
and tg yoar God : that is, I ſhall goſpeedily, But 
who cn be fo bold and ignorant as to affirm that 

hgrÞ OY | his 


$ The Funeral of the Maf, Ch.z | 


this ſpeech is without a Figure, ſeeing the Gramma- 
rians know that it is a Figure called Enallage of time? 
Therefore the.Romiſh Doors mult confeſs, that by 
their own Doctrine this Propoſition of Jeſus Chriſt, 
this is my body, is either falſe or figurative, and that 


ſeeing it is nor” fa.ſe, it muſt be figurative, and thar | 


the hgure muſt be a Metonymie, whereby the ſign 
takes the name of the thing ſignified (as hath already 
been proved) and not an Enallage of time, 


Ct:A F..1 


2, Concerning the Expoſition of theſe words, He that 
eateth my Fleſh, and drinketh my Bloud hath 
eternal lite, My Fleſh is meat indecd, &c, 


is this Chapter I ſhall prove that J.ſus Chr.ſt 
ſpeaks of a ſpiritual eating and drinking by 
Faith, and not of a corporeal cating and d:inking 
by the mouth of the body. My firſt Argumeart is 
this: When a man would ſatisfic his hunger, and 
quench his thirſt, heeatcth and drinkzth that tizing 
which he hungers aud thirlts aſter; becauſe eating 
ſatisfieth hunger, and drinking quencheth thirſt : 
Butit is by Faith, that is, by believing in Jcſus Chriſt, 
that we ſatisfie the: bunger, and quench, the thirſt 
which we have,ufrer Chriſt ; for it is in the ſixth of 
St. Fobn, He ihat cometh to me ſhall never hunger, 
and he that believeth in me ſhall never thirſt ; 1 "oy 
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fore it is' by Faith, or by believing, that we eat and 
drink J-ſus Chriſt ; and confequently the eating of 
Chrilts fi:ſh, and drinking his bloud is ſpiritual, and 
not corporal. | : 

2, 'My ſ{:cond' Argument is this : Jeſus Chriſt 
ſaith, He that eateth my fleſh, and drinketh my blood 
hath eternal life. And except ye eatthe fleſh of the 
Son of man, and drink his bloud, ye baye not:fe im you, 
Joh. 6, But itis the ſpiritual eating and drinking by 
Faith that gives life eternal, and not the corporal 
eating and drinking by the mouth of the body ; be- 
cauſe many Reprobates (according to the yery Do- 
rine of Rome it ſelt ) do corporally eat the fleſh, and 
drink the bloud of Chriſt, and yer ſhall not inherit e- 
ternal life. | 

3. The third Argument is taken from St. Au- 
guſtine, and Cardinal Cajetan, who expound the 
words of J-ſus Chriſt as we do, St. Auguſtine in 
Book 3, of Chriſtian Dottrine, (peaketh thus, To eat 
the fleſh of Chrift i a figure, teaching us to partake of 
Chriſts Paſſion, ard to imprint in our memories with 
dclight & profit, that Chrift was crucified for ms. Card. 
Cajetan w' his Commentary on St. Fohn 6. faith, 
To eat the fleſh of Chriſt, and drink his bloud, is faith 
in Chriſts death ;\.ſo that the ſenſes this, if you uſe 
not the death of the Son of man as meat and drink, ye 
ſhall not have the life of the Spirit in you. And havirg 
{ufhcien 'y proved his Expolition, he adds; - To ext 
and drink. the Sacrament is a thing common, 4: well to 
thoſe that eat univorthily, as to thoſe that eat worthily, 


but 
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but that which Feſas Chriſt here ſpeaks ofs is not com-| 
mou to both ; for he ſaith, be that exterh my fleſh, and} 
drinketh wy bloud, bath eternal life; he ſaith not hel 
that eateth worthily and drinketh worthily, but he that] 
eateth and drinkzth. Whence ic clearly appears, that} | 
according to the Letter, he ſpeaks got of eating and} | 
drinking the:Sacrament of the Euchariſt, but of eat-} | 
ing and dricking the death of Jeſus Chriſt. ry 
4. Now that wemay clearly underſtand this Do4 . 
Grinez we mult-confader, wherein the life which Je4 , 
ſus Chriſt gives us,-doth conſiſt ; for ſceing the fic 
of Jeſus Chrilt is meat to us, becauſe it gives us life; 
iti evident:thatit we know whar life that is which 
Jeſus Chrilt gives us, we mult know likewiſe how 
Jelus Chriſt is meat to us, and conſequently how 
cat hin. - Butco know what that life is which Jeſu 
Chriſt giyes us, we mult conſider what that death i 
in which. we were mvolved, which is expreſſed b 
St. Pawl, 'Epheſ.2. in theſe words; When we ar 
dead te fins aud trefpaſſes God bath quarkened ws tege-| v 
ther with Chriſt : by Grase ye areſaved ; and con} ; 
<quently the deathin which we were involved, con+} 4 
liſts in.two things, tirlt tn the Curſe of the Law 
which imports the privation of felicity,and the ſuffer} þ 
ing of cemporal and erernal puniſhment for our Sins | {; 
Secondly,it con{1{ts in an habitual corruption,where y, 
by 41n reigns inus; andthereforeitis ſaid, 1 Tim. 5. p 
The Widow that lives in pleaſure is dead while ſh} b! 
liveth. Alſofins are cailed dead works, Heb. 10. Sol R 
tharthe life which J:ſ\us Chriſt hath purchaſ:d for us x; 
C27.» 
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conſiſts in two things. Firſt, In deliverance from 
the Carle of the Law by the pardon of our fins, as 
St, Paul tells, Coloff. 2. God bath quickened you to- 
gether with Chriſt, having forgiven you all treſpaſſes, 
blotting out the obligation that was againſt u; which 
obligation proceeded from the Law, becauſe it did 
oblige all rhe tranſgreflors of it to a Curſe. Second- 
ly, It conlifts in Regeneration, or SanGitfication, 
whereof Jeſus Chriſt ſpeaking in Foh. 3. ſaith, Ex- 
rept 4 man be born again he cannot enter into the 
Kingdom of God : and St, Paul, Heb. 12. Without 
holineſs no man ſhall. ſee the Lord, "Therefore ſeeing 
that the life which Jcſus Chrilt hath purchaſed for us, 
conſiſts in the pardon of our fins, and in our regenc- 
ration, and ſanctihcation, which ends in glorificati- 
on; aniithat Jeſus Chrilt ts called meat ia reference 
to this life, we mult conſider the means, whereby Je- 
ſus Chriſt hath purchaſed rheſe things for us ; and. 
ſeeing it is certain, that his Death is the means by 
whichhe hath purchaſed pardon of f125, and regene- 
ration, we muſt corclude that Jeſus Chrilt is the food 


| and nomihment of our Souls in regard of the merit 


of his death, But that J<ſus Chrift by his death hath 
purchafed life for us, (thatis Jultit;cation, which con- 


4 tiits in te pardon of our 11ns, and revencration, 


vhich conſiſts in holiteſs of life) appears by theſe 
paſſages of Scripture; viz. We are jufified by the 
blond of Chriſt, and reconciled to God by bis death, 
Rom, 5, We bave rederiiption by his bloud, eyenthe 
remiſſion of ſins, Fphel, 1, He hath reconciied us mm 

\ (1:6 
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the body of bis fleſh by bis death, that he may preſent 
us holy, without ſpot, and blamele ſin hi ſigkt, Coll. x. 


ie ave ſanttified by offering of the body of Jeſus Chriſt | 


once for all, Heb, 10. Chriſt loyed the Church, and 
gave himſelf for it, that he might ſanftifie and cleanſe 
:t with the waſhing of water by the word, that he might 
preſent it unto himſelf a glorious Church, &c, Eph. 5. 


[Therefore ſeeing Jelus Chrilt hath purchaſed lite for | 


us by his death, and that his fleſh and bloud are our 
meat and drink (becauſe they purchaſed lite eternal 
for us on the Crols, yiz. the remiſiton of our {1ns, and 
lanifkcation, ending in glorincation) i it follows that 
the action whereby Jeſus Chrift is 2pplied to us for 
righteouſneſs and fanctitic:rion, is the ſame by wiych 
oe eat the fleſh of Chriit, and &rink his bloud, But 
this acttonis nothing elle but Faith, as the Scripture 
tells us: Bering juſtified by Faith we have peace with 
Gog, Roi. 5, God purifies ourthearts by faith AQ. 15 
He that believeth bath eternal life, Joh.6. From what 
hath been faid 1 form this Argument. "That Action 
whereby we obtain remiſſion of fins, and ſanctifcari- 


on, encing in glonhcation, is the ſame, whereby we | 
have that life, which Jeſus Chriſt hath purchaſed for } 


us by bis deati ; becauſethar life principally conkalis 
in the remillion of fins, and ſincification, 25 we 
have proved. Bit the {ps iritzo] eating and drinking 
by faith; and not the Corpo ral by the mouth, is that 
action, whereby ge cbtain rem'tfion of fins, and (an- 
Ctthcation, as we have alto proved. Therefore the 
ſniriual cat ng and drivkiog by f2ith ts the action, 
whore by 


e 
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wheteby wo have that life, which Jeſus Chrift hath 
purchaſed for us by his death, and not. the corparsl 
cating and drinking oby the mauth, And conſequent- 
ly ſeeingia St, John 6, a certain. cating and drinking 
is ſpoken of, whereby we bave that lite which Jclas 
Ghriſt hath purchaſed for us by his death; it is evi- 
dent that a ſpiricual eating and crinkig 1 is tacre ſpo- 
ken of, and not'a corporal. | 
5. From wint hath been ſ21d it appears, that when 
Jeſus Chriſt ſaith; my feſh ts m124t indeed, &c, the 
figure falls upon the. word meat, which is tzken not 
for corporal but{pt;itual mear. The reaſon where - 
{ ofis, that corporal faod is rhat which is appotnted 
for the nouriſhment of the body, as ſpiritual food 
is thit wh'ichis appointed for the nounſhme!t oithe 
ſouls fo that RE corporal f20d be: taken by 
the mouth of the body, yat that only dcth not make 
It corporal food, excepritbe taken tor the nouriſh 
{ ment of the body: otherwiſe poiſon, medicine, a 
bullet, &'c. which a man ſhauld {allow would be 
corporal food:; . whicit'ts ablurd ro 2ffuim, Butthe 
{ Fleſh of Chriſt; which 1s pretended to be exten 1a 
| the Euchariſt bythe mouth of the bedy, is nor ap- 
| poinred for the nouriflunent of che body; becauſe 
that food which 15 appointed for thenourſh nentot 
the bodyis changed into. the ſubliancenaf che body : 
but the b2dy of Chiſt 15 not ctanged intorheiub- 
ſtance of our bodies: - Therefore the fleſh of Chrilt 
is 20ta corporal food, but his fleſh broken, and his 
blcud ſhe! on the Cools, is a fpititnat £': od whicin 
G3 NouU- 
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nouriſheth the ſouls of thoſe, who by a truc and live- 
Iy faith, do embrace this fleſh broken, and this bloud 
ſhed; that is, who do wholly reſt and rely on the 
merit of his death and pafſion for 'ob:aining mercy 
from God,” And certainly, ſeeing thatthe lite which 
Jelas Chrilt gives us by his death) 15 ſpiritual, that the 


nouriſhment is ſpiritual, that the eating his Body and} 
drinking his Blood, is {purritual (as hath been prov- | 


ed,) it follows that his fleſh mutt be fpiritual meat, 
and his blood ſpiritual drink, And this fleſh of Chriſt 
is incomparably better, and more' truly meat indeed 
in regard of its effects, than corporal-food can be ; 
becauſe ic doth better and more pertectly noutith the 
ſouls of Believers than corporal tood doth their bo- 
dics ; this being corruptib!e food, which gives teim- 
poral lite only ; but that ſpirituz! and incorruptible 
tood, which gives lite eternal, 

6.1 conclude this Chapter with this conſideration. 
Waena Doctrine is propoted whichis pretended to 
be divine, and taat paflages of holy Scriprure are 2!- 
ledged forthe proof of ity if ir oppoſerh, or ſeems tv 
oppoſe fenſs and reafon, and to include contradicti- 


ens; and rhat a more ſuitable and- rational ſenſe | 


can be fonnd out tor thoſe paſſages, fo that all theſe 
iriconveniencies and contradictions may be avoided ; 
there is nothing more jult rhan that we ſhould em- 
' bracethar probable and rational {cnſe, and rejc<t that 
Doctrine which oppoleth tcnic and reaſon, and ſeems 
to 1mply comradictions: Bur the Dectrine of the 
rea! pretzrce of the Manhood ot Jeſus Chriſt inthe 

| Hoſt, 
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Hoſt, and the tranſubſtantiation of the Bread into his 
Body, is repugnant to fenſe and reafon, and ſeems 
to include divers contradictions; (viz. that a human 
body is ina paint without any local extenfton, that a 
body may be in divers places at one and the ſame 
time, that the Bread and Wine are changed into the 


| Body and Blood of Chriſt, which were before; that 
| accidents may be. without a fubjeR, &c.) And the 


paſſages that are impertinently alledged to prove 
luch a: preſence, and fuch a change, have a ſenſe ye- 
ry commodious and rational ,/ for the avoiding of 
all chefe contradi&tions, as appears in' this:and the 
tormer Chapter, 'where I have very rationally ex- 
pounded thoſe two paſſages which the Romiſh Do- 
ctors impertinently. make uſe of for this {ubje&, 
T herefore they ought to embrace that commadious 
and rational ſenfe which we have given them; and 
to reject the. DoGtrine of che real preſence of the 
body of Jefus Chrift in the Hoſt, and and the Do- 
ctcine of Tranſubltantiation. 


—_— 
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CHA P, HL. 
Againſt Tranſubſtantiation, 


RanſubRantiation is the ſubſtantial conver- 
fron of the Bread and Wine into the Body 
and Blood of Chriſt, which I deſtroy by divers Ar- 


| guments; the feſt whereof | is this : 


In 
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In every {ſubſtantial converſion, that thing into 
which another thing is converted, is always newly 
produced, Forexample, when Seed is converted 
into an Animal, that Animal is newly produced ; 
when Jeſus Chnit turned the Water into Wine, the 
Wine was newly produced, &c, But the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt cannot be newly produced in the Sa- 


crament of the Euckariſt : Therefore the Bread and! 


Wane arc not ſubſtantially converted into the Body 
and Blood of Chriſt.in the Sacrament of the Eucha- 


riſt: 'Thefecond Propoſition, piz. that the _ 


and Blood of Chriſt cannot be newly prodaced, i 
prove thus : That which is newly produced receives 
a new being ; becauſe to produce a thing, and to 
eive ita beingis one and the; ſame 2 Bur the Body 
and Blood of Chriſt cannor receive a' new? being, 
which] prove thus: A man-cannor receive that 
which he-hath, while he hath it;-and therefore he 
cannot receivea being while he hith a being; for 
as It 1s impoihble to take away a being; from tha! 
which hath no being ; ſo it is impothible to give a 
being to that which hath a being alrcady : and a; 
you cannot kill adead mar, fo you cannot give lite 
zo one that is itving. But the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt have, audalways will have a being $ There- 
fore they cannot receive one, and conſequently can: 


not be reproduced in the Evciantt, _ ....-. 


2, My fecond Argument is this. In every ſub: 
Rania] converhton, that thing whici1'is converted 
intoanother is deſtroyed, For ex1mple, When the 


Water 
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Water was turned into Wine, the Water was de- 
ſtroyed: Butin the Sacrament of the Euchariſt the 
Bread and Wine are not deftroyed by the Conſecra- 
tion ; which I prove thus: In the' celebration of 
the Euchariſt there is breaking, giving eating and 
drinking after the Confecration, as appears by the 
| very practice of our Adverſaries, who after Conſe- 
| cration break'the Hoſt, and divide itinto three parts, 

give nothing to the Communicants but the conſe- 
crated Hoſts, and cat and drink nothing but what 
was conſecrated : Burthe Scripture ſaith, that in the 
celebration of the Eucharilt, Bread is broken, that 
| Bread and Wine ate given, and that Bread is eaten 
| and Winedrank, as appears by theſe following pal- 
| ſages, St, Paul, 1 Cor. 16, faith, The Bread which 
| we broke is it not the Communion of the Body of Chriſt? 
f and x Cor. 11. St. Matth. 26, St. Mark 14, and 
þ St. Luk, 22., it 15 ſaid that Jeſus Chriſt took Bread, 

if brake it and gave it ; and St, Mark 14, and St. Matt, 

'}26, Jefus Chrilt afcer he had Participated of the S2- 
af crament of the Euchaiilt, (aith, 1 zwil! drink no more 
3} of this fruit of the Vine : and 1 Cor, 11. Asoften as 
& ze eat thi Bread and drink thu Cup, Let a Man exa- 
ff nine bimſelf, and (+ le: bim ca: of that Bread and 
4 drink of that Cap. 

4 3. Secondly, When Jeſus Chrift faid to ls Dif- 
ciples, Drink, ye all of ths, St, Matth, 26. that is, 
YJdcink ye all of this Cup, cicher he Comtnarices 20 
A drink of a c: :pof Wu, or of a cup of Blood : if ke 


Acommeonied them to drivk of 2 yp Wine, then tC 
Cn 
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follows that they drank nothing but Wine, becauſe 
it is certain that they obeyed Jeſus Chrilt ; for it 1s 


ſaid, St, Mark, 14. that they all drank of it. Oriff 


he commanded them to drink of a cup of Blood, then 
it follows that the Wine was already changed into 
his Blood, becauſe it is not probable that Jeſus Chritt 
ſaid to them, Drink ye all of this cup of Blcod, and 
yet that it was not a cup of Blood, but a cup of 


Wine, But when Jeſus Chriſt ſaid, Drink ye all of 


this, he did not ſpeak to them of a cup of Blood, for 
the Wine was not then converted into Chriſts Blood, 
becauſe (according to our Adverfaries) it vas not 
changed until Jeſus Chriſt had made an end of ur- 
tering theſe following words, for his s my Blood- 
But he uttered theſe words, Drink ye all of this, be- 
fore he uttcred rhoſe, for this is my Blood ; becaule 
a man muſt utter a Propoſition before he can give 
the reaſon of it, 

4. Thirdly, When a thing is converted into ano- 
ther, we cannor ſce the effeRs and properties of the 
thing converted, but only ef that into which it is 
converted. Forexample, When rite Seed is chang- 
ed into 2n Animal, we can ſee no more the effects 
and properties of the Seed, but of the animal only; 
and when Jeſus Chriſt turned the Water into Wine, 
the effects, properties, and accidents of the Water 
were no more ſeen, but of the Wine only, cc. But 
in the Euchariſt ge cannot, after the conſecration, 
perceive the eff:s, properties, accidents. Or puts 0! 
the boly and blood of Chriſt ; but we {-ethere ol 
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the effects, propetties, and accidents of Bred and 
Witie:' Therefore in the Euchariſt, the Bread and 
Wine are not converted iti:'o the Body and Blood of 
Chrift.”” And the truth is, if that which appeatrsto be 
Bread, and harh all the eff-&ts, accidents and proper- 
ties of Bread, be not Bread, but Chriſts Body clothed 
with the accidents of Bread; then it may likewiſe 


all che of Qs, properties and accidents of men, are 
not men, bit horſes clothed with the accidents of 
men, TN. OT 


F © 5+ The fourth Argument is this, In every ſub- 
| ſtantial converſion there maſt be a ſubjeR ro paſs 
| from one ſubſtance to attother ; for then it would 
| bea Creaticn, whichis the ſole ation that doth nor 
| prefuppoſe a 'ſubjet. Butin the Sacrament of the 
Euchariſt, after the conſecration, there is no ſubjeR;z 


becauſe, according to our Adverſaries, there remains 


{noſubjcR; for, as they aſſert, the accidents of bread 
Land wine remain &ithout any ſubje& ar all ; There- 


> 
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fore in the Sacraitient of the Euchariſt there is no 
ſubſtantial converſion. | 

6. The fifth Arvument is drawn from hence, 
That Tranſubſtintiarion deſtroys rhe nature of ac- 
cidents, thus, That Dorine which aſlerts that 
accidents are not accidents but ſubſtances, deſtroys 
thenature and effence of accidents, becaufe it is im- 
poſſible that an accident can be a ſubſtagce,. Burthe, 
DoGrine of Tranſabſtantiation aſſerts rhat accidents 


[are nor accidents, bur rhar they ate ſubſtances, which! 
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I provechus, 'That DoQtrine which aſſerts that ac+ 
cidents are not inherent, bu: that they ſubſiſt © 
themſelves, doth aſſert that :.ccidents are not acci- 
dents, but that they are ſubſtances, becauſe inherent 
is the eſſential difference of an accident, and ſub- 
ſtance. But the dorine of Tranſubſtantiation al- 
ſerts that accidents are not inherent, but that they 
{ubliſt, which I prove thus. 'That Dodtrine which af- 
ſerts that accidents may be without a ſubjeR, doth 
aſſert that accidents are not inherent in a ſubje, b 
that they ſubſiſt by themſelves : bur the doGtrine of 
Tranſubſtantiation afferts that accidents may be 
without a ſubjeQ, viz, the accidents of Bread and 
Wine without any ſubſtance, and without any ſub- 
Je& to ſuſtain them ; for by Tranſubſtantiation the 
ſubſtance of the Bread and Wine is gone, and thei 
accidents remain 2 Therefore the docrine of Tran 
ſubſtantiation aſſerts that accidents arc not inherent 
but do ſubſilt by themſclyes, and conſequently af: 
ſerts that accidents are not accidents, but ſubſtances 
and ſo deſtroys the nature and eflence of accidents, 
Bur here it may be faid that aftual inherence dott 
not conſtitute an accident, but aptitudinal only, A 
gainlt which I form this Argument. Whatſoev 
doth exiſt aRually, either ir exiſts in ſomething elle 
actually ſo, that it cannot be without it, which Phi: 
loſophers call aQtual inherence, as walking : or elſe 
it exiſts in and by it ſelf aually, ſo that it may bea- 
fone by it elf, which Phliofophers term aftual exi 
fence; the former of theſe conflitutes an ae 
| al, 
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and the latter conſtitutes a ſubſtance, ' But the acci- 


dents of the Bread and Wine, after conſecration, do 
exilt actually: Therefore they muſt exiſt either in 
ſomething elſe aQually, or in themſelves aRually. 
But they do not exiſt in and by themſelves actually, 
br elſe they would ſubfiſt by themſelys and be real 


'T ſubſtances, which is impoſſible : Therefore they ex- 
| iſt in ſomething elſe actually, yiz. in the ſubſtance 


of the Bread and Wine, and conſequently the ſub- 
{tance of the Bread and Wine remains after the ccn- 
ſecration, and fo there can be no Tr:nubſtanriation, 

7. The fixth Argument is drawn from this, thar 
Tranſabſtantiation deſtroys the nature of Sacr:- 
ments, becauſe every Sacrament is a viſible ſign of 
an inviſible grace, as the Council of Trent faith in 
Seſſ. 6. and every (gn relates to the thing ſignified, 
ſo that we mutt ſpeak of Signs and Sacraments, as 
of things relating to ſoinething elſe, But all reta- 
tive things have, as it were, a double being, viz, 
an abſolute, being, which is the natural being of the 
thing, and a relative being, whereby it rel:t2s to 
ſomething elſe, Forexample, In a minthit hath 
begotten a child, we conſider his abſolu:e and natural 
being as he is a man as others are, and his relative 


4 being, whereby he is a Father, and is diſtinguiſhed 
4 from other men thar have no children, and ſo are nor 
1 Fathers. So in the Sacrament of Biptiſm, the (ign, 


viz, the Water, hath an abſolute and natural being, 
Viz. its cold and moiſt ſubſtance, whereby it is wa- 
rer as other waters are; and a relative, ſacramental, 
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and (fignificative being, whereby it is the Sign and Sa- 
craent of Chriſts Blood, and diff.rs from other 
wa'ers that are not imployed for this ſacred uſe, E- 
ven ſo in the Sacramenc of the Euchariſt, the Bread 
and Wine, which are the ſigns, have their nacural 
and abſolure being, viz. their ſubltance whereby 


they are Bread and Wine, .as ather Bread and Wine, | 


which we commonly uſe; and their relative, ſacra- 
mental, and (igniticative being, whereby they arc 
the Sacrament and ſigns of the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, and differ from all other Bread and Wine 
that is not thus imployed, To this I add, Thar it 
is impoſſible a relative being ſhould be withoutan ab- 
{olate, becauſe a relative cannot be without its fonn- 
dation, Forexample, Itisimpcfſivle tobe a Father 
without being a Man; to be cqual without quanti- 
ty, &c. And this being granted, I form my Argu- 
ment thus, That which takes away the natural be- 
ing from Signs and Sacraments, deſtroys their nature 
and eflence; becauſe rhe relative and fſacramental 
being cannot be withour the abſolute and natural, 
as hath been proved, But the Doctrine of Tranſub- 
{tantiaton deſtroys the natural being of the Bread and 
Wine, which are Signs and Sacraments of Chriſts 
Bay and;;Blood ; for by Tranſubſtantiation, the 
whole ſubſtance of rhe Bread and Wine is deſtroyed : 
"Therefore the Dactrine of TranſubRantiation de- 
firoys the nature and. eflence of Sacraments. 

* $8. To.this. Argument our Adverſarics anſwer, 
'That in the Euchariſt the Bread and Wine are not 
| Signs, 
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Signs, becauſe by the Conſecration they are deſtroy- 
ed as. to their ſubſtance. But ſome of them lay that 
the Signs are the Accidents of the Bread and Wine ; 
others fay that the B.dy and Blood of Chriſt contain- 
ed under the accidents of the Bread and Wine,are the 
ſigns of the Body and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt crucified ; 
Laſtly, others ſay, that neither the Accidents of the 
Bread and Wine only, nor the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt only, but the Body and Blood of Chriſt, roge- 
ther with rhe accidents of the Bread and Wine, arc 
the ligns of the Body and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt 
crucihed : "Therefore ſeeing the Doctrine of Tran- 
ſubltantiation dorh not delir.y the natural being of 
Cariſts Budy and Blood, nor the natural being of the 
accidents of the Bread and Wine, they maintain that 
the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation dota nor deſtroy 
the n:ture and eftence of Sacraments. 

9, To this I reply, That neither the acciderr; 
of the Bread and Wine only, nor t'1e Body and Bl:od 
of Chriſt only, nor the Body and Blood of Chriſt to- 

ether with the accidents of the Bread and Vine, 
are the true {igns of Jeſus Chriſt cruciked ; but the 
Bread and W'ne only, which I prove thus : 

Firſt, In Sacraments there ovght to be an an2lo- 
gy and {1militude between the fign, and the thing 
ſignified, as our Adverſaries confels, and particular- 
ly Card, Bellarmin, book 1, of the Sacrament, chap. 
9, in thele words: The fourth thing required in 4 
Sacrament, i, that the ſign ſhould haye ſome fimili- 
tude. and analogy with the thing ſignified; .. And lg 


quotes 


24. The Funeral of the Maſs. Ch.z, 


quotes St. Auguſtine in Epiſt. 2 3. to Boniface, ſpeak- 
ing thus: If Sacraments had not ſome ſumilitude of the 
things whereof they are Sacraments, they could be no 
Sacraments : butinthe Szcraments of the Euc:ariſt 
neither the accidents of the Bread and Wine, nor the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt, whether jointly or ſeve- 
rally, have that {1milttude and analogy tothe thing 
ligniftied which is required, but only rhe Bread and 
Wine in ſubſtance ; becauſe that which is principal- 
ly fgnihed, and repreſznted by the figns in the Sa- 
crament of the Euchariſt, is the nouriſhment of our 
Souls in the hope of eternal life : for as Bapriſmis 
the Sacrament of our Regeneration and ſpiritual 
birth;ſo the Euchariſt is the Sacrament of our ſpiritu- 
al nouriſhment, as Crd, Bellarm. contefſeth in Boo 
3. of the Euchariſt, chap. 9. and in Book, 4. chap. 19, 
he ſaith, that the Sacrament of the Fucharift was or- 
dained to preſerve ſpiritual life, which caunot be re- 
preſented and (tgnihed, but by figns which can nou- 
riſh our bodies; for the analogy and (imilitude conſiſts 
12 cis, that as the (igns have verrae to nouriſh our 
bodies for the preſervation of temporal life ;. fo the 
things ſignihed havea vertue to nouriſh our ſouls in 
the hope of eternal life, But neither the acciden!s 
of the Bread aad Wine, nor the Body and Blood of 
Cirilt, whether leverzlly or jointly with the acci- 
dents, can nouriſh cur bodies, { nouriſhment being 
eſſentially the converſion of aliment into the ſub] | 
ſtance of a 1'ving body.) and it is certain rhat neither] | 
tae accidents of Bread and Wine, nor the Body al 
. Blog 
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| Blood of Chriſt, whether ſeparately-or jointly with 
| them, can be converted into our ſubſtapce, but anly 


the ſubſtance of Bread and Wine, and other aliments 
which we take : 'Therefore neither the accidents 
of the Bread and Wine, nor the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, whether ſeparately or jointly with them, are 
the truefigns; but the Bread and Wine only, which 
being the ordinary nouriſhment of our. bodies, do re- 
preſent to us the ſpiritual nouriſhment of our fouls 
by the Body and Blood of Chriſt received by Faith. 
10. Secondly, The Council of Trent.in Seſſion 
13, commands that the Sacrament of the Euchatiſt 


| ſhall be adored with Latrie, which; according to our 
| Adverſaries, is the ſovereign worſhip due ro God 
| only. But the accidents of the Bread and Wine ought 


not ta be adored, becauſe they are creatures; and that 


| Godonly muſt be adored : Therefore the accidents 
| of the Bread Wine are not the Sacrament of the 


| Euchariſt, 


Thirdly, . A Sacramentis a viſible fign of an in- 
viible Grace, as the Council of Trent defines it in 
Seſſions 6, and 13. But in the Euchaiift the Body 
and Blood of Chriſt are nor vitible . Therefore in 
the Euctarilt the Bady and Blood of Chriſt are nor 
the ſigns, 

- Laſtly, Ifay, thatin every Szcramentihehgn re- 
lates tothe thing (ignified; and Relation is always 
between two different things ; becauſe nothing re- 
lates to it (elf; and conſequently nothing can be 
both the {1gn and thing fhorificd, Burthe Body mn 
2906 111.2298 % ya v0 hh ' Ae 


fore the Body and Blood of Chrift are not theFgns, 

Anditis to nv purpoſe to ſay thar' Jeſus Chr in 
the Maſs is the fign and figure of himſelf on the 
Croſs for Jeſus Chriſt whereſoever he is, is one and 
the ſame yefterday,to day and forever. Andthere- 
fore Jefus Chrift nor being different from himſelf, 


cannot be relative to himſelf, nor the ſign of himſelf, | 


' Othet realoris which are uſually alledged againſt 
 Tranfobftantiation will be more properly menti- 
oned inthe next Chapter, 


bu _ _ et. 
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4. Againſt the real Preſence of Chriffs Body in the 
©» Hoſſt, or conſecrated Wafer, '' 


1. He Remiſh Dofors affirm, that immediately 
L afterthe Prieſt inthe Celebration of the Maſs, 
hath pronounced theſe words, this is my body, the 
body of Chriſt is really preſentin the Hoſt, and that 
it.15 whole and entire in every part and point of the 
Hoſt ; * which Dodtrine I deſtroy by theſe follow- 
ing Arguments, the firſt whereof is this, | 
' 2, If a thing becreatedin a place, eithtr irmuſt 
be produced therc, or it muſt come, or be brought 
thitzer from ſome other place for it is impoſſible 
to firid out a third way of putting any thing in a place, 
And the Romiſh DaRtors have hitherto been able to 
ts 
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Blood of Chriſt' are the things ſignified s There- | 
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invent bur ohe of theſe two ways of putting Chriſts 
Body in the Hoſt, the Facobins telling us thar itis 
brought thither from ſome other place, and the Je- 
ſuites that it 1s produced there. But the Body of 
Chriſt can neither come, -nor be brought thither in- 
to the Hoſt, nor can it be-produced there : There- 
fore the body of Chriſtis not, in the Holt. , 

3. Firſt, the:body of Chriſt cannot-come;, or be 


 brought-into the Hoſt fromany other place, becauſe 
it can come from no. place but Heaven, being no 
where but in Heaven: But Chriſts body neither 
comes, noris brovght.from Heaven into the Hoſt ; 
which I prove thus z When a body comes, or is car- 

ried from one place to anather, it mult leave its 


firſt place, For example, if a man would. go from 
Paris to Rome, he mult leave Paris : but the body of 
Jeſus Chriſt never-leayes Heaven; for the Heavens 
mujt contain him until the time of the reſtitution of all 


| things, As 3. Therefore Chriſts body neither 


comes, nor is brought from Heaveninto the Hoſt, 


| Belades, it is 1mpoffible that Chriſts body ſhoal 


1 


come.or be brought into the Hoſt, wirhaut pafſing 


| through the ſpace thatis between Heaven and Earth, 
'F where the conſecrated Hofts are; becauſe a man 


| cannot paſs from one extream to anorker without 
| paſſing chrough the ſpace that is berween them, 
| But the: ſpace berween Heaven-znd Earth is too; 
| vaſt tobe paſſed through in a moment (for thele; 


Do@ors will have it,. that -inzmediately after the 
pronouncing of theſe words, this is my body, the body 
We 
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of Chriſt is'brought into the Hoſt.) - - Moreover: it 


muſt inf a moment be inal} the Heavens, and in all. 


the Airs between the higheſt Heaven, and this Earth 


where the Hoſts arc, (becauſe.a man canndt paſs 


wo 


, 


4 


a_ # place without being there)- and then-it/} 
atd kave three forts of exiſtences at once; ' piz,/ 
one naturat and glorious exiſtence in Heaven, one | 


facratnental exiſtence in the Hoſr, and one airy ex- | 


iſtence tn-the Air, Burſceing all theſe things are 
abſord, we muſt conclude that Chrifts body neither 
comes nor is brought into the Hoſt, 

. 4. Secondly, Chriſts body cannot be reproduced 


in the conſecrated Hoſt, becauſe a thing that is pro- | 
duced already, cannot be produced 2gain, without a 
preceding deſtruction ;- for as adead man cannot be | 


killed, nor that be annihilated, which is annihilated 
already ; fo neither can that be. produced which'is 
producet already, nor that receive a being which 
hath one already, "This common Conception of alt 
men is founded upon this principle, "That: every 


action, whether it producerh or deſtroyeth a'thidg,| 


muſe neceflarily have rwo diſtin&t terins, the-one 
- . \ - 
called in the Schools, terminus 4 quo, thar is;, the 


rerm from'which the thing comes, and the other} 


termins ad quem, that is, the term ro- which'it 
comes. © But according to this principle, that cannot 
bezntithilated which is ſo already,nor that receive a 
bring which hah one alceady ; b-cuuſe the term 
froin which it fhould come, and thererm to whichit 
ſhovid come, woil be one 2nd the fame thing; con- 

s trary 
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'trary/to the Maxim already laid down, yiz, that 
- the texms of aGtion muſt nevelicily be diſtin&, and 
- that one of them mnauſ} netha negation ot, Poyarina 


of. the other, --'- - 
-5; Here perhaps it o_ be objeted, That by 


Tranfubſtantiation che ſubltance of Chriſts bady i is 
-not newly produced, but.only a new preſence cf him 
-in the place. where the ſubltance of the bread was, 


But to this Lanſwer, That in all ſubſtantial converſi- 
ons and actions, a new ſubſtance mult be produced, 
as in accidental,” a new accident muſt .be produced. 
But Tranſubſtantjayion (according to the Romiſh Dc- 


-tovs) is a ſubſtantial converſion : Therefore, by 
\ Tranſubſtantiation-a new ſubltance muſt be produ- 
- ced And ſecinig.thit the newpreſence of Chriſts bo- 


dyin the place where'the fubſtance of the bread was, 


1s not-a ſubſtahce, bur an accident of the Catagorie 


which the Philoſophers.call Ubz, it is evident that;by 
- Tranſubſtanttation:the; preſence of Chriſts body on- 


lyisnotprodiced id; the, place where the ſubſtance. 


of the bread; wasz and ſeeing that the {ubRance of Þ 
:Chriſts body: is nat produced there (as hath been 
{proved in the precegding.number). we mult conclude 
-that there is no. Tranſubſtantiatian nor real preſence 


of Chriſts body inthe'Hoſt. Th's inſtance doth alſo 
"IE of Chrilts boy intg/the Hoſt, 


n already retuted in num 


.. My ſecond Argument is this, In azrye ky- 
man CI as Chriſts body is, there is {omething 
' above, and ſ@merhing under, right; and left,, beface 
- E 2 and 
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and behind ; for the head is above: the neck, and 
the neck above the ſhoulders; the ſhoulders above 


the breaſt, the breaſt aboye the ſtomach, "the ſto- 
mach above the belly, the belly above the thighs, | 


rhe thighs above the legs; &c, '{ But all the World 
knows that in a point- there is nothing above or un- 


der, right or left, before'or- behind : Therefore | 


Chrilts bod y is not ina point, and conſequently itis | 


not in every poinr, or pate of :the Hoft, To this | 
T add, that the quantity and greatneſs of Chriſts bo- | 


dy is nothing cl{e bur its length,” breadth, and thick- 
neſs, which cannot be in a point. . Laſily, Thequan- 

tity of Chriſts body is nothing elſe but its extent; as 
we2all know; ' and a body is <xtended when it hath | 
its parts one withont another ; that is, th:y arenot | 
one within another;as all the Feſuites expound it; But | 
the dotrine of the preſence of Chriſts body inthe | 
Hoſt, puts all its parts one within another, becauſe | 
it puts them ll in a point : Theretoreſucha dceetrine | 
takes'away its extenr, and conſequently 1 Its quantity. 


not to move at the ſame time, tobe eaten and-not 
to be caten at the ſame time, to bein a point and 
not ina pSint'at the ſame time, toi occupy a place 
and not to occupy it at the lame time, are contra- 
dictory tifings, But if the bady of Chriſc were 11 


divers conſecrated Hoſts , it-w. ld move and not | 


move at the ſane tine, For exaimpie, When a Prieſt 
cirries a conſcerared Hoſt to a lick perſon, the body 
of Ciile which is pretended robe init, moves with 

| the 


| 


| 


2 
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; Mythird Argument is this, : To move and | 
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the Hoſt; for icleaves the Altar, and goes with the 
Prieſt toward the ſick perſons houſe, and at the fame 
timethe body of /Chriſc, which is pretended tobe in 


' the other Hsſs-that remain. on the Altar; moyes 


not 3'-and-ſoithe-ſame;body of Chriſt at:the ſame 


| time moves-ambimoves'not, - which is aconradicti- 
* on, Secing then it is/impoſhble/rhat: ones and the 


ſame body 'at-one andithe fame time-fhould move 


> .and not move, ''itis likewiſe impoſſible that Chriſes 
* body ſhould bein divers Hoſts at the ſamertime, In 
| like manner, if C:n{ts body were: at rhe fame time 


in Heaveny and. in the Holt, tt wou'd: b- eatenand 
-not eaten at the ſamerime ; for-it, would be eaten in 
the Hoſt by the Pricſt, and at the ſame timer would 
not be. eaten.in Heaven. Allorit would be: wn a 


| point and not m-2/ point at! the fame times: for-in 
| the Hoſt it would be in a paim;--and in Heaverr it 
| would not be 10-2 punt at che fa:te time: theretorc 
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| ſeeingic'is impoſſvle that one'and ahe fame body at 


* one andthe fametime ſhould be eaten and nat exten, 
| ſhoald be in a'paint and nor in; ar point ;.it is alſo 
 impoſſiole that Chriſts bodyſhould be borhin Hea- 
yen andin the Hoſt ar the ſame time. -: /{+ tis - + 


; | -- 8. ./The fourth Argument is this : Tworelatives 
- | are always different, as the Father and Son, the Huſ- 


| bmdand the Wife, &c. And relation is always be- 
 reen.twa thirgs that really difter ;; as the equalit; 
b:tween two Ells., the reſemblance berycen two 
Crow, ec. 'In.a word, nothing can have rela- 
tio2 to it felf, bur whatſoever hath relation muſt ne- 

eee nn ann aſk. 
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ceſtuily bas it to (omething elſe, as appears by thel ,; 
definition of mr way > But to be diſtant is a; relef ;; 
:lative atd notan;abſolute term 3 for-when; we;con- 

ceive anabſolurererm we conceivebut one thing, w 
when we :conceive a Crow'; butiwhen, we conceive 
a rclativeterm, we: necoſſirily coneetvetwo,. things. 
-For.exwpleycYVe: cannot. conceive;a; Crow tort 
like, withbut conceiving ſorhething|el(e,to which 
as kei + Seeing thre we cannoticonceive, athing to) 
be diſtant: without conceiving ſomething elſe from) 
which ic is diftant;: it is evident thatito: be. diſtant bl ; 
archive term, and that diſtant things aze relatives, 
and conſequently are really .diftetent, :- Whence:l 4] 
form this Argument : Relative things: are really dif} 
ferent] as haths been proved : -Bit:the;bady than 2 
at 'Rvwe is diſtant from that whicle ts. at Ay ; by 
reaſon 'of the [pacc-of about. 3 ao Litagnes' that js by 
twe:nthaſc two Cities; andthe body-thavis 1 inthe 
bigheſtkedveis is diftant from that; whichiis-upa 
earth, by:reafom:of theinany thoulandsot leaguestha 
are betwcen heaven:and:earth - Thereforethe bad 
char is'at: Row is differen: from that! whichiis at PA 
7s; and that which-is in heaven: is-difterene fron 
that which is.opimearth ; -and-conſtquicntly; ont 
and the fame:body canhwr be 2r-+hZ fame-tiine-a 
Romeand at Paris 5-11 Heaveryand uponEuth ek 
one andthefaino body. might be diſtantand differen 
from it ſelf, which!is a-contradiftion>: Fherefote| , 
{ceing Jeſus Chriſt1s not: diſtapt and different from| 
Hinſal ir follows: thar hs cannot be at the ſame] q, 
time 
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time in Heaven and in the Hoſt, nor-at the ſame 
time inthe conſecrated Hoſts at Rowe andat Pars, 
9. But perbaps it may be ſaid that a body 7 
at the ſame time in two difcant places is nor diſtant 
from it ſelf, bur that the placesonly are diſcant ; and 
therefore that Chriſts body in-Heaven is nor diſtane 
from it ſelf in the Hoſt, butit is the phces only, viz, 
Heaven and Earth(where the Hoft 1s) that .are di- 
ſcant, '- To:this I anſwer that itis ofly: the diſtance 
of places rhat. makes the diſtance of things exiſti 
in thoſe diſtant Places, For example: 'The rea- 
ſon why Peter that is at Rome is diſtant from Paul 
that is' at" P.eris, is not becauſe they are two things 
really: different, elſe they would be always diſtant, 
even when they are in one bed together, (for they 
ae always really different)but all the reaſon of their 
| diſtance 1s, - becauſe they are in-two diſtant places, 
Secing- then { according to our Adverfaries ) that 
Chriſts body is in two diſtitt places at once. yiz. in 
Heaven and ih the Hoſt, at Rome and at Paricin di- 
yers Hoſes, it follows that Chriſts body | 's diſtant, 
and different from it fclf.. . And ſeeing it is impoſ- 
fibethat irfhduld be diſtant and different from it ſelf, 
it iseyident that it cannot bein two diſtant places at 
once; and ronfequemiy: not in Heaven and inthe 
Hofezo 
- FO, \B-ſfades, Sappaſe that Pever could *k at Rome 
and at P4a7is-at ance, and thar' Peter that/is 2t Rome 
ſhould:have a mind c@go to Pats, and thould go ac-' 
cordingly 2: and that the ſave Pecer that is a Ph 
(hould 
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ſhould have-a:mind to go to Rome, and ſhould go 
accordingly, it is cettain that Peer would draw near 
to himſelf, and mect himſelf, Bur things that draw 
near to each other, muſt of neceſfity have been at 
a diſtance before ; and therefore if a body. draws 


near to it (elf, itis certain that it was diſtant from ie | 


ſelt before, And herezpon 1 would fain ask our 
Adverfaries, whether, when Peter ſhould meet him- 
ſelf; he' would let himſelf paſs, or not ? ard if he 
ſhould let himſclt paſs, whether Peter guing to Rome 
would (tep aſide and give way to'himſe!f going to 


Pars, or elle the contrary? Bur it he ſhould not | 


{rep alide and give place to himſelt,* I would ask 
whether he would hinder himſelf trom paffing.or 
not? and if he ſhould not hinder himſelf from paſ- 
fing, whether he would paſs thorow himſelf, ' and 
ſo make another Janw with two faces, &c ? What- 
ſocver anſwers they ſhall make to theſe Queltions 
wilt (I am fure) be very abſurd and ridiculous. 

11. The tif h Argument is this: It is a perfe&t 
contradiction , that a body ſhould be one and not 
one: but if Chriſts body ſhould be at the ſame time 
in the Heaven, and upon Earth in the Hoſt, it would 


. be one and not one; for it would be one by our | 


Adverſaries own confefſien, and it would not be one; 
which I prove thus: That a thing may be one, it 
mult neither be divided in it ſelf, nor trom it ſeif, as 
appears by the definition of Unity ; anditis certain 
that nothing is divided or ſeparated trom ir ſelf: but 
if Chnſts body be at the ſame tie jn Heaven and 
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upon Earth in the Hoſt, it will be divided, and ie- 
parated from ir ſelf, that which is in Heaven being 
divided and ſeparated from that ' Which is upon 
Earth, becauſe'ir is not in the ſpace berween both. 
12, Hers again it ray be objected, That a bo- 


| dy in divers places Is diviced from it ſclf Iecally, be- 


| cauſe the places in which iris, arc divided; but not 


, 
entitatively, becauſe it is {t:1l one and the "Came en- 


try of body, To which 1 anſwer, x. That en- 
utative dvition (which ts nothing cle but a plurality 
of beings, or a plurality of thiggs really ditfierent) 1s 
no true diviton, for then the three divine Perſons 
| which are rea ly dift:rent, would alfo be really di- 
vided; avdche body and foul of a living man which 


| 40 really difter, would allo be really divided, 2. I 


fay, 'That if a body be divided and ſeparated from 
bed'es which it roncheth, it is alſo divided and fepa- 
rated from bodies 'whichir doth not touch ; and it a 
body be divided and {eparated from bodies to which 
tisnear, it isalfo divided and ſepirated from bodies 
that are far diftant fromic ; but eſpecially the divi- 
hon 15 true, when between two there be badics of 
divers natures, to which there is nounion. There- 


| fore, ſceing that beawwcen Chr: {ts bs uy, viliich 15 


really 1n Heaven, and the {ime body, which is pre- 
tendedly upon Earth inthe conf: crated Hoſts, there 
bedivers bodies of divers ntures, to which it is nat 
untzedz tt 1s evident by our Adverſaies own Do- 
&rine, that Chrilts boy is really divided and _ 

rated fromit elf; and feeing it is impaſſible e icſhonld 
F v2 
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be ſeparated fron it felf, it is alſo impoſſible that it 
ſh2>uid be in H=aven and in the Hoſt at rhe ſame 
tune, 3+ I lay) Thar local divilion takes away en- 
titative diy:{1::n, and things that are divided lcc.1 y, 


are al'o dividzd entitatively; that ts, they are alfy ; 


really different ; elſe no reaſon can be given why 


two glaſſes of water taken from the ſame f untain, | 


are really different, ſeeing theſe waters are like in| 
all thicgs, except in reference to place; and there 
can no re:{on be given why the Ocean is not one 
ſingle drop of water only, reproduced in »!l places 


occupied by th? Occan, exc ge it be that one drop| 


of water cannot be reproduced in ail thiſc plices; 
but if it bz Pp. Mb':, then Reaſon cbliget}; us to be- 
leve thar it 1s really Ta bec:ule Gr dand Nature do 
nothing 1 in yain; anJit is 10 vat tudo that by many 
taings, witch may be done by onething s andif it 
be rcally ſo, then it follows, Thar 2ll the Sea bat: 


tels that ever hrve bren, were tougltin one drop of} 


water, and many thouſands of men have been 
droxncd in one drop of water, and people {1nce 4- 
dam have drunk but one drop of water , which 
things are abſurd and ridiculous. 

13. The fixth Argument is this : Jeſus Chrift as 
he is man, cannot bz in diyers places at once, if a- 
nother man cannot be fotoo, becauſe J. ſus Chrilt, 


as he is man, was made like tmro ws in all thirgs, | 


fin only excepted, as the Apoſtle to the Hebrezys ob- 
fcryes, But another man cannot bein divers plices 
at once; forexample, Peter cipnot be atthe ſame 


ce 
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time at Paris and at Rome, which I prove thus, Tt 
is impofſivle that Peter ſhould be a man and no man 
at the fame time: Bur if Peter could at the ſame 
time be at Paris and at Rome, he might ar the ſame 
rime be a min and no man, which I prove thus : 
He that may at the faine time bs both dead and a- 
live, may at the {ame time be a man and noman; 
becauſe he that is alive is a real man, and he thartis 
dead is no real man bur a carcals : Bitir Peter could 
at the ſame tine Sear Pajis and at Rome, he might 
be both alive and dead at the {ave time; tor he 
might be mortally wounded at P.ri and die there, 
and, 2t the ſame time not bs hurt at Rome, but a- 
liveand making meiry there, B- lides, Peter might 
be divilibly at Paris, 2nd in tivitibly at Rome; {as 
Chrilts body, according t» our Adverfiries, is di- 
vilibly in heaven, and indiviſib'y in the Hoſt :) Bur 
if at Paris ( where he ſhould be div libi'y) his head 
ſhould be cur off, he would die, and ccale to be 2 
man; and at Rome (where be {hould be 'ndirifibly 
andin a point) his hzad ſhould not be cut off, and 
fo he ſhould remain at the fame tie a living and re- 
al man, which is a contradiction, In a ward, Pe- 
ter mignt be at Parts in the mid{t of flames, and be 
burne and reduced to afhes, and conſcquently ſhould 
die, and bz no min; whereas ar the fame time he 
might b2 «t Rome 1n the River Tiver, found and 
bri-k, an] conſequently bz a tric lying man : 
whence it foll»ws that h* ig! bs amin, and no 
min, wich is 2 contradiction, ; 
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14, To this may be added oricr abfurdities that 
would follow from this Poltition, that one body 
may be in divers places at Once, VIZ, Th:t one 

Candle lighted might give light to all the World, if 
it were reproduced jn al olaces of the World : Tha 
a great Army might be made of one man, repro. 
Guced in a hundred thouſand adjoining plices: "That 

all the debts in the World might be paid with one 


CA) 


—— 


Wa. Ae 


Crown, reproduced as many times as there be 
Sw ns due: Thar ll rhe pcople 1 in tre World 
night quench their thirſt with ene Pottle of Wine, 


rep! Yroduced a5 m3ny times as there be inhabirants nf 
the World: That all the men in the World might 


drink 1n one and the ſame Glaſs, reproduced 45 1114- 
ny times as there be mcn in.the World : where: 
upon a man migit be ſo curious as to asx, whether 


if this Gl:G ſhould be broken at Pars, it ——_ al- 


40 be broken at Rome, Con}? ar;zimople, and other pla- 
ces?) "That one man 'repro 2cuced in an hundred 
thowanf placos, might at the fame-tin: e maty an 
cM thouſand wives, ana he with them ; where- 
npon 2 m1 a1 ight defire ro. know whathet os 
Wwoinen mig'it n9t Conceive, and every one of tne: 
be delivered of a child at the end of cinc IS 
and conf: quently ir oy b24faid that one man did in 
one 112hr beget a hundred ravuſand children, cc. 
iCs The fc V-2rt1 Arg! amen. 15 th is : If C: ari(ts 
Boy wwreinthe Hoult it wound be {een there ; for 
&:nz thtrein its glory (as the Romi/e DoRors ſay 
Itis) it youl ! be there moreviſthlychen it was when 


L 
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he converſed amongſt men here below; becauſe 
the Glory cf Chrilts Body doth orincipally conhilt 
in the brightneſs and (p! endor of an extraordinary 
light, like to that which it had upon Mount Tabor; 
bur who dares affirm that ſuck a glorious Body is not 
viable whereſoever it is; and yet it is certain that 


Chrilts body | is not tobe loom inthe HcRt, which is an 


evident {ign thatir is not there, But it may be ſaid thar 
Chrilts Bad is under the accidents of the Bread, and 
that theſe accidents hide it from us, To this Ian- 
{wer, That (according to our Adverſaiics) Chriſts 
Body i is in the pl:ce where the ſubſtance of the Bread 
was : Burthe ſubſtance of the Bread was not under 
the accidents, and tie accidents of the Bread were 
not upan their ſubſtance; for then the ſubſtance of 
the Bread and its accidents had been in rwo different 
plices, above and under being two ſcyeral dift:ren- 
ces of place, and that which is underis rot above, ec. 

tacrefore Chrilts body cannot bz under the accidents 
of the Bread, and confequently the accidents do not 
hide it from us. And ſceing (as our Adyerfarics fay) 
Chritts Body is in every part and point of the Holſt, 
tt ruſt needs bein the ſuperficies, and conſequently 
cannot be kid or covered br / the :ccidents of rhe 
Bread, Here againit: nay b{ | aid that Clnfts Body 
5 glorious, In minous, and viſible cF it felt, but God 
hinders us fron feeit pg it, Tothis Tanſwer, Ther” 
if Gol hindets, ic is 07: ly becauſe he is pleaſed fo 
to do, and conſeqz*; vl if he were pleaſed nor to 
altok ter, he world not Go it, bat wonld permit itto 
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be (cen in the {ame paſture as it is in the Hoſt, 
Whereupon I would ask our Adverfaries in what 
poſture it would be ſeen there, whether fitting , 
ſtanding, lying, or in any other poſture, or whe- 
ther .it would be in any poſture at all? If it be in 


no polture, it mult be without any external form, | 


becauſe poſture or ſituition abſolutely depends up- 
on external form, But how can a man be ſeen 
without 2n external form of a man, and without 


beingin aiiy poſture of a man; and how can Chrilts | 


Body be witaour poiture and without external form; 
ſeeing (as our Adverſarics fay) it is whole and en- 


rire in the whole Hoſt, and occupies the whole ſpace | 


cf a great Huſt? Bur if ic be firting, or ſtanding, 
or in any other poſture, and with the external form 
of a man, andit (a.they ay) it be whole, arid en- 
rire 17 a point of the Hoit,; then it will follow that 
a man may b2 (1tring, or {tanding in a point ; and 
{ſeeing a man that is itanding hath his head above and 
his feet below, it will follow that Jeſus Chiitt will be 
ſeen in a point of the Hoſt with his head above and 
his feet below, though 11 x» point there be nothing 
above or b:low. To this Ladd, "Thar if it could 
be ſeen in the Hoſt it would appear as big as the 
Hoſt, becwuic it would occupy the whole ipace of 
che Holt, and it would appear round ,. becauſe it 
would be bounded by rhe fpace that the Hoſt occu- 
ptes, whica t5 round, B-hdes, 1: the Hoſt ſhould 
be divided uno two cquil parts, it would appar lefs 
by one half, and in the foro of a half Circle, we 
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cauſe it would be whole and enticein the half of the 
Hoft , and occupy the ſpace of it, It would alſo 
ar a hundred thouſand times leſs, and in a hun- 
| dredthoufand ſeveral forms ; for, as they ſy, itis 
| whole and entireina hundred thouſand parts of the 
' Holt, and occupies the ſpaces of them. In a word, 
' There was never {uch-a monſtrous thing {cen in the 
World, as Chriſts Body would be, if 1: wete really 
| 1a the Hloſt in fucha manner, as our Adverſaries at- 
fri it to be. | 
| 16, The cighth Argument is this; Either the 
Manhood of Jelus Chrilt, which is pretended to be 
in the Hoſt, can aft there, or it cannot : if it cannot 
| at , then it follows that it cannot fee, hear, know, or 
loye, or exerciſe any other function ct the f{enfitive 
or rational Soul: But it the Manhood of Chriſt in 
the Holt knows nothing, nor loves nothing, then 
it follows thatit will not be happy, becaule happi- 
nels chiefly conſiſts in the knowledge and -love of 
God, Alto the Manhood of Chrilt in the Hoſt 
will be diflerent from his Manhood in Heaven ; for 
it will knowin Heavey, and at the fame time know 
nothing in the Hoſt; it will love in Heaven, and 
love nothirg in the Hoſt ; it will ſee tn Heaven, and 
ice nothing in the Hoſt, Buriff Chrilts Manhood 
can at in the Hoſt as it doth in Heaven, thenie gill 
follow that it will open its eyes, and move its feet in 
a point z becauſe according to our Adverfarics, it is 
whole and entire in every pornt of the Holt : And 
{ceing, as they tell ur, God can as cafly put re 
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whole World into a point, as he doth the whole: 


Manhood of Chritt into a poinr of the Hoſt ; it will 
follow that all the parts of the World exiſting in a 
point may doin it all rzcſe actions which they now 
doin a valt ſpace, as the parts of Chriſts Mathood 
exiſting in a poiut of the Hoſt can dota it all thoſe 
aftions winch they do in Heaven z and fo in a lefs 
1pace than i Is £Ccupicd by a grain of Corn; the Sun 
uJAy NOV [rom Euſt to Welt, the Sea inay have its 
F.ous and Ebbs, and the Engliſh may have a SCa- 
tight with the Spaniards, Ina word, A Sparrow 
may ealily ſwallow all the Worid, ſee ng the World 
will not occupy fo muci ſpace as a graia of Corn 
dath; and yet the World which it ſhall {wallow, 
will be az grettas itis at preſent ; even as Chrilts Bo- 
dy in the Holt, is as big and as tall as it was on the 
Croſs, as our Advertuics afhrm, 

17; The ninth Argument ts this: As a Bady 
cainot be 18 a place, except it be produced there 
or. thatit comes, or be brought thither from fre 
ether plice; {oa Body cannur ceaſc to bein a pl:ce 
vichout being de [troyed, cr going to fome other 
place ; and couſcquently it Chritts Body ceaſcth to 
be in-the Hoſt, ater the conſumption of the acci- 
dents, it ma. neceſſarily ejther. p2tiſh, or go to 
ijome other place : Bur Chrilts Body cannot periſh, 
for Jeſus Chriſt dieth no more, Rom. 6. And Chrilts 
Body goes £0 no other Place, for if it ſhould go to 
28y other place, it wouid go to Heaven : : Butitcan- 
nut £9 tO Heaven, b:c2uleitis there a'rexdy, and 
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' a man cannot go to a- place where he is already: 
Therefore Chrifts Bady doth not: ceaſe. to be in the 
Hoſt, Whence it follows, that either Chriſts Bo- 
dy (till remains ia the Holt, and thar itis impoſſi- 
ble thatirſhould be conſumed, - or elſc thar it never 
was in the Hoſt : Bur every one knows by experi- 
ence thar rhe Hoſts are exten and conſumed; and 
that Chrilts Body cannot be there after che conſum- 
ption of che accidents of the Bread : "Therefore it 
never was in the Hoſt. | 
18. The tenth Argument is drawn from hence, 
That the pretended preſence of Chrilts Body in the 
Hoſt deſtroys the nature of Chriſts Body, thus 2 
The properties of a Species are incom;nunicableto 
every other Species. . For example : The: proper- 
ties of a Man are incommunicable to a Beaſt ; tors 
ſceing the properties flaw froin the Eſſence, or are 
the very Effence it ſelf, it is evident thatif the EC- 
ſence of a Species be incommunicable to another 
Species, then rhe propeities of a Species ate aiſo in- 
communicable to: another : But the Body and the 
Spirit are the two Species of ſubſtance; thereiore 
the properties of the Spirit cannot be communica- 
ted to the Body, as the properties of the Body can- 
not be communicated t9 the Syirit,, But there are 
two principal properties which diſtinguiſh bodies 
from ſpirits: The firſt is, That Spirits are ſubſtan- 
ces that are penetrable amongſt themſelves, that is, 
may be together in one and the ſame place, but bodies 
are impenetrable ſubſtances amongſt themſelycs, that 
ET nnn noone 'G as 
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is; they cannot be together in one and rhe ſame place, 
The fecond is," T'rat bodies ate in a pl.ce circum- 


{criptively, that is, all the Body is in all-the place, | 
but all the body is not in every part of the place, but 


the parts of the body are inthe parts of the place, 
but ſpirits are in a pace definitively, that is, all the 
ſpirit js in all the place, and all rhe ſpnit is in every 

art of the place; becauſe a ſpirit having no pJrts, 
mult neceflirily be all whereſoeveritts, Whence 
[ form my Argument thus : .T hat Dodtrine which 
oives to a body the properties of a_ſpirir, changes 
the bedy into a ſpirit, and conſequently deltroys the 
natie of a:body, . ſccing properties cannot be com: 
municated without the eflence': But the Doctrine of 
the pretended prefſznce of Chrilts Body in the Hoſt, 
gives to a body the properties of a ſpirit, becauſe it 
affirms that the quantity of Chritts Body penetrates 
the quantity of the Bread, & is inthe ſaine place with 
it ; that-all the parts of Chrifts Body are penetrated 
amevrgſt theinſeclves, and are all in one and the ſame 
place ; and-that Chrifts Body is all in all the Hoſt, 
and 4l! in every part of the Hoſt : Therefore the 
Do&trine of the Romiſh Church touching the pre- 
tended preſence of Chriſts Body in the Hoſt, de- 
ſtroys the nature of Chrilts Body. 

19, The eleventh Argumepris drawn from hence: 
That J:-ſ\us Chnit being ſateat Gods right hand is 
in a glorious eſtate: and: yet the Doctrine of the 
pretended preſence of Chriſts Body in the Holſt, 
ſubjects him to diyers igno.ninies, viz, that his Bo: 
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dy goes. into peoples bellies, arid amongſt their ex- 
creanent ; that 1t 1s ſubject: to be eaten by his Ene- 
mics, yea by Mice and other Beaſts, Hear what 
Claude de Xaintes, a fainous Reeniſh Door faith. of 
it, Repet, 5. Chap. 2, Of all theſe we exclude nst one 
from che true and corporal receiving of the Lords fleſh 
in the Sacrament , let him be Turk, Atheiſt, Infidel, 
or Hypocritez yea though he ſhouid be the Devil him- 
ſelf incarnate. Ir is ally ſubject to be {toln, tor abour 
25 yeais fince 2 'Ihict was exccutcd at Part for 
ltealing our of a Church the Chaiice & this Godin it; 
and the Prieſt went to the Priſon in his ſacerdotal 
Ornaments, and failing on kis knees beiore the 
Thiets Pocket, pulled tits (30d out of ir, And as 
tis a God that cannotkeep hinſcli trom being ltoln, 
ſo neither can he keep hinſclf from being burnt, as 
It appeared wh:n the, Palace- Hall it Paris was burnt. 
In ſhort, The Holt, or God of the Maſs, hath 
bee: ſeen in the hands of one pyfſefſcd by the De- 
vil, and c wlequently in the Devils power; yea, 
there are Charms made by the Royuſh Priefls ro com - 
pe! the Devil to reſtore God to them. A korcble and 
prodig:ous thing to put God intothe Deviis power, 
and into a capacity of being eaten by tae Devil incar- 
nate, eſpecially, feeing he 15 now gorious in Heaven. 
20, [The twelith Argument! is drawn from hence; 
That God doth no miracles without neceſſity s But 
what neceſiity is there that he ſhould do ſo many 
miracles in this Sacrament, viz. that accidents ſhould 
be without a{ubje&2?- that the Bred ſhould þ2 con- 
G 2 Ve. red 
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verted into Chriſts Body, which is already? That 
Chritts Body ſhould bein a point, and 100000 pla- 


ces at once £ What neceflity is there that it ſhauld be | 


eaten by wicked men, by Beaſts, and by Devils incar- 


nate ? What neceility is there that it ſhouvid be car- þ. 


ried away by the Devil. tht it ſho::1d be ſtoln, burnt, 
&c, Can it bs faid thzt iris for the Salvarion cf rhe 
Soul of hin that eats it ? Bur Reprobares, as our Ad- 
verſartes confets, eat it too; and the Faithful under 
the Old Teſtament did not eat it, nor do the little 
Ch'ldren of Believers under the New, and yet they 
are {ayed tor all that, Canit be ſaid with Bellar- 
*in and Perron, that the Holt being caten, ſerves, 
as an incorruprible ſeed of a glorious Refurretion ? 
But the Faithful of the Old Feſtament, and the lit- 
tle Children of Believers under the New,'will riſe 
again glorioufly, though they never participated of 
the Euchariſt, - And Sr. Paul tells ns, Rom, $. that 
this Seed of the Reſurreion of cur Bodies is not 
Chrifts Fleſh, but his Spirit in theſe words, Tf the 
Spirit of him that raiſed up Jeſus jrom the dead, dwell 
71: you, he ſhall alſo quicken your mortal Bodtes by his 
Spirit that dwetethin you, 

21, Laſtly, The hely Scripture is clear in this 
matter; for Jeſus Chrilt is aſcended into Heaven, 
Atts 1. And the Heayess muſt contain him until the 
zime of the reflitution of all things, Afts 3, And he 
himſelt faith, 1 leave the J}/orld and go to the Fa- 
zher, $t. Joh. 16. The poor ye have always with you, 
but ine ye haye no! always, St, Marth, 26, Towh'ch 

way 
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may be added what J-fus Chriſt ſaith, St. Matth.2 4. 
viz, In the laſt days falſe Prophets will come that 
| fhall ſay , Chriſt is here or there, and that he % in 
| ſecret chambers, (or Cabinets) which cannot be bug 
| bythe Doctrine ot the Komiſh Church, which puts 
Chriſts Body in divers p.2ces, andſhuts it up in fe- 
veril Cobinets on their Altars ; and it 1s very re. 
markable thatin the Greek it is *EN TAME101S, 
that is, in the Cupboards, TAMELON being proper- 
ly a Cupboard to keep meat in, 


CHAP, V. 
Againſt the adoration or worſhiping of the Hoſt, 


I» A Grinſt the adoration of the Hoſt, I form 
three Propoſitions ; The fit is this, We 
are not obliged to adore or worſhip Gcd every 
where, orin all places where he is, at leaſt nor 
with external adoration, but we ate only obliged 
to worſhip him in all places where he app:ars in his 
glorious Majeſty, The firſt part of this. Pcopoſiti- 
on. viz, That we are not obliged to: worſhip God 
m all places where he is, appears by the practice of 
all Chriſtians. For God being every where, and * 
conſequently in Stones, Trees, Beaſts, Devils, and 
all qther. Creatures, thereis no man fo extravagant 
a&tn fall on his knees before a Trec, an Afs, or a De+ 
vil, that he may worſhip Godin then, whoisas really 
preſert in themyas he isin Heaven, — =. The 
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2; The ſecond parrot this Propufition, viz, that 
we are only obliged to worflyp God both wich in- 
ternal and external adoration in all piaces where he 
appears in his glorious Majelty, is proved, firlt, by 
the Commands which Je{us Chriſt gave his Apolties 
when they asked him how they ſh-u!d pray ; -for he 
anſwers tzem thus : When Je pray, ſay, Our Father 
which art in Heaven, St. Matth, 6. St. Luke 11, 
Why doth he ſay; * which art ia Heaven, and not 
which art on Earth, orin the Sea, or in the Air, {ce- 
ivg Gods equally in all theſe places ? bur on'y, be- 
cauſe God appears in Heaven in his glorious Viajeſty 
and there crowns all rhe blefled Spirits with hi: Glo- 
ry. Secondly, When God appeare!! to Aaſes in 
the burning Buſh, which'was not conſured, he 
ſaid ro him, Take thy ſhoves from off thy ſect , for 
the place whe thou ftandeſt is holy ground. Exod. 3, 
Why is this ground called holy, and Moſes command- 
ed to approach it with reverence, ſubanſſhn,and ado- 
ration;ſeeing any other ground is equelly Gods Crea- 
ture, and that he is equally. preſent every wherz? 
But only, btcauſe God did manifeſt lomewhat of his 
Power and Glory in that place, by cauſing the Bufh 
to burn withour being conſumed, 'Tnirdiy, Joſhua 
and the 1ſraelites did profirate themſelves before the 
Ath_ of the Covenant, Joſhua 7. 6. becauſe God 
appeared-taere in-a peculiar and glorigus manner; 
for,'from the Mercy-feat which covered it, he gave 
his Oracles; and mado known his Will, Exod.25; 
$2 Np; p77 of a2 


Fourthly, 
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- Fourthly, Wieniche Prieſt celebrates Maſs, a 
liccle before the Conſecyation, he recommends the 


ſur:um cordaz that is, the lifring up of their. hearts; 


Why the l:trng them up,feeing Gad is equally both 
above ind below ? but on'y becavfe God appears 
in Heaven in h's glorious Majettyz and conſcquent- 
ly it :s thicker char we' mult direct our Vows, | our 
Prayers, - aud our Worſhip, | 

3. The ſecond Propuſition is this: Weare not 
obliged toadote Jeſus Cariſt in the water of Baptilm, 
though he be teallythere in regard of all that is,a- 
dorablein hini, The firſt part of this Propoſition, 
viz, That we are not obliged to worſhip Jeſus Chrilt 
ia the Water of B:ptiſm, is chiefly.proved by the 
practice of all Chnitians ; for no man eyer tell on 
his knees before rhe Warer of Baptiſm, and adored 
Jclus Chriſt init, at lzalt not withextergal Worſhip, 
wich is only here intended ; and doutlets the rea- 
ſon1s, becauſe J:{is Chriſt diſcovets no beam of his 
G!ory there ; nor doth he appear in the Water of 
Baptiſm any more chan. in other -Waters ; -{o that as 
weare not obliged to worſhip God, fave only where 


he appears. in his glorious Majeſty, as hath been 


proved,- fo neither are we obliged to worſhip Jeſus 
Cirilt, bur only where he diſcovers {ome beam of 
h's Glory, which he doth notin the Water of Bap- 
tilim. . - | bY arrtil 

4. The ſecond part of this Propofuiony -viz. 
That Jeſus Chriſt is really prcfent in-the Water of 


Baptiſm in reſpeR of all thatis adored in him, is prov- 


cd 
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edthus : Alltharis of it ſelf adortbiein Jeſus Chriſt, 
is either his Godhead, or his divine Pcrſon, or his 
divine Attributes. As for his Gochead, ſeeing itis 
really every where, it cannot be denyed but that it 
is al in the Water of Baptiſm, As for his Per- 
ſon, ſeeing it is divine, and etcrnal, and infinite, ir is 
really eyery where, and conſequently in the Waterof 
Baptiſin : and as for lis divine Attributes, ſeeing 
they are not really dff-rent from the Godhead, or 
the Perſon of J-ſus Chrift, it neceſſarily follows, | 


—— 


that ſeeing the Godhead and Perſon of Jeſus Chriſt 
are rexlly in the Water of Baptiſm, his divine Attri- 
butes mult really be there likewiſe. 
> 5, The third Propoſition is this: We are not 
obliged to adore Jeſus Chriſt in the Holt, thoogh he 
be really there in reſpeR of all that is ro be adored 
in him, viz, in refpeRof his Godhead, his divine 
Perlon, and his divine Attributes ; | yea, though he 
werethere inviſibly in reſpeR of his Manhood too. 
The principal reafon of this hath been toucht upon 
already, viz, Thatas we are not obliged to worſhip 
Godinall places where he is (at leaſt not with extet- 
nal worſh'p) butthere only where he appears in his 
glorious M1jelty, viz, ordinarily in Heaven, and ex- 
trzordinarily elſewhere, as hath been proved in the 
firfe Propoſition, - And as we are not obliged to 
worſhip Jeſus Chriſt in the Water of Baptiſm with | 
external adoration, though he be rea!ly there in re- | 
ſpe& of all thar is adorable in him, becauſe he doth | 
not diſcover'the leaſt bezm of his Glory there, nor | | 
ed: © 
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appears in the Water of Bapriſm more than in o- 
ther Waters, as hath been proved in the ſecond 
Prop-fition: Even fo we are not obliged to wor- 
ſhip Jeſus Chriit in the Hoſt with external adoration, 
although he bethere in reſpect of a!l thatis tobe a- 
dored in him; yea, though he were therein reſpeR 
of his Manhood too ; becavſe Jeſus Chriſt doth not 
diſcover any beam of his Glory there, nor d: th he 
appexr in the conſecrated Hoits any more than in 
thoſe thar are not conſecrated, for no man can di- 
ſtinguiſh tae one from the other, And as for his 
Manhocd which is pretended to be there invifibly, 
I ſay thr there is no ſenſible mark of irs preſence, 
and conſequently nothing which obligeth us to ex- 
teraal worſhip, tor the ſame reafon as is already al- 
ledged; forit the tnvilible preſence of the Godlicad, 
divine Perfon, and divine Attributes of Jeſus Chriſt 
which are of them{elve; adorable, do not oblige us 
r2 external worſhip in the Werer of Baptiſm, why 
ſhould che Manhood of Tcfus Chrilt, whichis nor of 
it ſe1f adorable, ob''pe us ro external adorarton though 
it were in the Hoſt, it bcing there oply, as they fav, 
invitibly? In aword, They muſt ſh:w us the di'- 
parity, and tell us the reaſon why weare not ov ged 
to adore Jeſus Chriſt with external worſhip in the 
Water of Baptiſm; though he be realy there pre- 
{ent in reſpe& of a'l that which is adorable in him, 
viz. inre{pect of his Godhead, his divine Peifon, and 
-his divins Attribares, and ye: arc obliged to werſh'p 
Jeſus Chriſt in the Hoſt with anexternal worſhip, 
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though nothing renders him more adorable there 
than in the water of Baptiſm, 

6. To this the Jeſuit $, Rigant, one of the moſt 
learned of his Order, anſwers, Tar although there 
be nothing inthe conſecrated Hoſt that renders him 
more adorable than in the Water of Baptiſm; yet 
there is ſomething in the Hoſt which obligeth us to 
external worſhip, which is not in the Water of Bap- 
tilm; becauſe, faith he, the Manhood cf Jeſus Chriſt 
is in the Hoſt, andis there in ſtead of « r:y of glo- 
ry; and God will be adored in ail places, where 
the Manhood perſonally united to the Godhead is 
preſcnt: But in the Water of Baptiſm Jeſus Chrilt 
diſcovers no beam of bis glory, and his Manhood 
which is equiyalent toa ray of glory, is not there, 

7. To this Ireply, That the rays or beams of 
Glory which oblige us to external adoration in a ccr- 
rain plice, muſt be ſenſibly ia that place, And there- 
fore ſeeing the Manhood of Jeſus Chriſt which is 
pretended and ſuppoſed to be really preſent in the 
Holt, is neither vitble nor ſenſible, it cannot be e- 
quivalent toa beam of Glory. To which 1 add, that 
as the Godhead and divine Perſon of Jeſus Chriſt, 
which are <qually preſent in the Water of Baptiſm, 
and in the Hoſt, do not oblige us to external wor- 
ſhip, for this only reaſon, viz, becauſe they do nor 
diſcover any ray of their Glory there : ſo neither 
doth the Manhood of Jeſus Chriſt, pretended and 
ſuppoſed to be really preſent in the Hoſt, oblige us 
to external adoration, for this only rcaſ'»p, viz. " 
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cauſe it appears not there, nor diſcovers any ray of 
its Glory. Laſtly, I affirm, that by the very do- 
&rine and practice of the Rowi/b Church it (elf, 
we are not obliged to adore Jrſ{us Chriſt in all places 
where his Manhood is; becauſe, as the Romiſh Do- 
Eors conteſs, we are not obliged to adore Jeſus 
Chriſt in that Hoſt which the Pricft hath newly 
eaten, and whoſe accidents are not yet deſtroyed; 
nor in that Hoſt which is Jocke up in the Cupboard 
that is on the Altar ; nor in that Hoſt which a Prieſt 
carries under his Cloak to a ſick perſon in the Coun- 
try, 
's To this the ſame Jeſuit anſwers; Fhat al- 
though the Glory of Chriſts Manhood appears not 
toour bodily eyes, yet it appears tothe eyes of our 
ſoul, viz. to our Faith ; for the greateſt Glory of 
Chrilſts Manhood conſiſts in its being perſonally u- 
nited to the Godhead, and in being ſuſtained in a 
peculiar manner by the Word, Suppoſe then, ſays 
he, that Jcſus Chrilt be in the Hoſt, we are ſure 
that it is perſonally united ro the Godhead; and 
con{equently, the Glory of Chriſts Manhood, which 
conſiſts in this perfonal unien , doth certainly ap= 
pear to our Faith, which is ſufficient to oblige us 
to an external adoration of Jeſus Chriſt in the Hoſt, 
9. TothisIreply, That thereis a twofold Glo- 
ry of God, and of Jeſus Chriſt, or of his Manhood, 
viz, the oneeflcntial, internal, and hid from our ſen- 
ſes; the ather accidental, external and apparentto 
our ſenſes: the eſſential and intern?l Glory of God 
Se , oj which 
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which is hid from our ſenſes, conbits in the eminence 
of his perieXions, which are to he infinice, almi 'ghtys 
molt wiſe, &c. and the accidental and extern! (lo- 
ry of God, which appears to our ſcnſecs, conf; (cs 
in ſome miraculuus and extraordinary cft<&t, x hich is 
ſenſible; as when God cauſed a Buſh to burn with cut 
being conſumed, when he pronounced his Oracles 
from aboye the Mercy-ſcat ; avd when, being 
made Mun, and having manife!ted kimſelf | in the 
Fleſh, he commanded the Winds and the Waves, 
caſt ont Devils, raiſed the dead, cc. But i affirm 
that we 2re not obliged to wo! ſhip God with an ex- 
rernal adoration in all places where ke 15, in his cf- 
{ential and internal Glory only, although it appears 
to our Faith, becauſe God bcurg every where with 
this cflential and interval Glory ; we ſhould be ob- 
liged ro warſhip him with an external adortion in 
trees,in beaſts, yea andin devits too which is abſurd : 
Bur we ars only obl; ged to worſhip God with ex- 
ternal worſhip in al! places whero be m: tkes his eſ- 
ſentia! and internal Glory appeat by ſome accidental 
and ex:crnal Gtory, V!z, by {ume miraculous or ex- 
traordinary eftc&, which is ſcnfable, and equiyalent 
£9 a ray of (vs eftential and internal Glory, as ap- 
pers by what is faid in the firſt Popofition, In 
like mianer the perſonal Union of the God- 
head and Manhood, being an eflential Glory of Je- 
tus Chriſc, and an 1arernal ' Glory of his Manhood, 
wholly hid from cur lenſes, doth not oblige us to 
ine exticrnu edoration of Jeſus Chife, although it 
c:1tain!y 
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certainly appears to our Faith, except it be accom- 
panied with an external and "ſenſible Glory ; for 

if the eſſential and internal Glory of the Godhead 
and divine Perſon of Jetus Chrilt, which appear c- 
qually preſent to our Faith in tho Water of Bap- 
tiſim, do not oblige us to an external aderation of 
Jeſus Chvilt, except it be accompanicd viith an ac- 
cidenta!, external and {cnjivie Glory why fhoul( 
tie internal Glory of Chrilts Maniood, which is 
infinitely beneatiz the efſential and interns] Glory 
of the Gudizead, :ni appears preſcnt to the Faith oft 
thoſe of the Romiſh Church, oblige them tothe ex- 
ternal adoration of Jeſus Cunlt, it it be ſeparated 
from 1! external and icn{ible Glory ? To this I add,. 
Tint according to the dodtrine and practice ot the 

Romiſh Church, we are not obliged to adore Jelus 
Chriit with external adoration in all places where 
the perſonal union of the Manhood wich the Ward, 
appears to the Faith of th: fe of that Church ; for 
we are not obliged ro adore T-fus Chriſt in that 
Hoſt which a Pricft hath newly ſwallowed; norin 
that Holt which is luckt up, nor 1n that Hoſt which 
a Pnelt carries under his Closk to a lick perſon in 
the Countiy ; although the <flential Glory of Jeſus 
Chrilt, ard the ti! ternal G!o ory of his' Marhood 
(which this Jeſuit makes to conhilt in the perſonal 
unton of the Manhocd with the Word) appear ccr- 

tzin to the Fatth of thoſe of the Rewiſh Church, 
Io, To this the Jeſuir anſwers, "Thar as if we 
would obtain 2ny Grace fram God, conſidered as 
l:C 
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he really exiſts in a ſtone, we ſhould be obliged to 
roſtration and external worſhip of the Godhead 
really preſent in that ftone : ſo, if we would obtain 
any grace from Jeſus Chriſt really exiſting in the 
Hoſt, we are obliged to approach unto it with re= 
verence, and external adoration ; and conſ-quent] 
we are obliged to worſhip Jeſus Chriſt in the Holt 
with external adoration whenſoever we would ub. 
tain any grace from him, as he exiſts in the Hoſt, 
It, To this [reply, That as we are never oblig- 
ed to beg grace of God, as he exiſtsin a ſtone, ex- 
cept he diſcovers ſome beam of his glory there,(for it 
is ſufficient to beg grace of God, conſidered as he 
exiſts in heaven, where he appears in his glorivus 
Majeſty, according to the command of Jeſus Chriſt, 
when ye pray, ſay, Qur Father which art in hayen,and 
according to the coinmand of the Apoltle, lift up 
your hearts) {o we are never obliged to beg Grace 
of God or Jeius Chrilt, conſidered as exilting in 
the Hoſt, becauſe he diſcovers no ray of his Gloxy 
there ; but it is ſufficient to brg grace of God or Je- 
ſus Chriſt, conſidered as exiſting in heaven, becauſe 
healways appears there in his glorious Majeſty, 
Therefore as we are never obliged to beg grace of 
God, conlidered as exiſting ina ſtone, ſo we are 
never obliged to adore him there: and as we arc 
never obliged to beg grace of God or Jeſus Chrilt, 
conſidered as exiliing in the Hoſt, fo we are never 
obliged to adore lum there with external adofarion, 
[2, To this the Jeſuit anfwers, That God hath 
done 
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done many miracles by this Sacrament, and in it, 
both by puniſhing prophane perſons, and the de- 
ſpiſers of it ; and alſo by making a lictle Child ap- 
pear upon the Altar, or fleſh in ſtead of the bread, 
or bluod in {tead of the wine z all which ought to be 
acknowledged as ſo many rays of the glory of 
Chriſts Manhood, and tat they ever ob!ige us to 
the external adoration of Jeſus Chriſt in the Hoſt, 

x3. Tots Ireply, That Ido not atall doubt 
but that God hath many times puniſhed profane per- 
ſons, and the contemners of this Sacrament, both or- 
dinarily and extraordinarily ; for St, Paul 1 Cor. 1. 
tells us that many of thoſe that did receive this Sa- 
crament unwcrthily, were ſick, and many flept, that 
Is, were dead : and St, Cyprian in the Trenife of 
thoſo that fall, obſerves Gods Judgment againſt wic- 
ked and profane perſons, and the contemners of 
this Sacrament. But as for thoſe appririons of Je- 
ſus Chriſt in torm of a Child, and of Fleſh and Blood, 
&c. Tlook on them as fabulous tories invented by 
Monks and other ſuperſtitious perſons, above ſeven 
or eight hundred years after Chriſt, when the Do- 
drine of the real preſence of Chiilts Manhood in 
the Hoſt, begin to prevail, and was powertully op= 
poſed by Gods people in thoſe days. 

14. Secondly, I fay, That althovgh there had 
been (ouch appatittons, yet we muſt not infer from 
thence, either the preſc-nce of Chriſts Manhood, 
or external adoration ; becauſe that is not Chriſts 
Fleſh which fees to be fo; and ch*(e apparitions 

my 
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wy be illv{tons of the Devil. The Jeſuit Vaſquez 
in Diſput, 193. chap. 2. fpeiks thus, I anſwer, 
That which appears ts not the jieſh of Chriſ?, nor of 
any other that us really fleſh; but it us only an Effigtes, 
or dppedrance of fleſh; as St. Thomas ſaith: and 
whereas the ſimple are deceived, and do believe that 
Chriſts fleſh is there im a divijible and bloody manner, 
it is nogreat matter, and this deceit muſt be correfted 
by the right Inſtrudiion of the Doftors, Gabriel Biell, 
4 famous Dc&r of the Romiſh Church, Leſſon 51, 
_ 2 the Caron of the Maſi a iy we ſuch apparitions 
F fleſh and blood may be made by the illuſions of the 
Devil to Eeceipe the ſmple, God permitting it tobe ſo; 
and ne gives an example of it, piz.. That it 4 Con- 
vent of Minor Friers at Yſcnnes in 'Thwringia, 4 cer- 
perſon, lize unto an Angel, appeared to a Lay-Frier 
that was preparing himſelf for the Communion, and 
thruſt into his mouth a piece of fleſh, which 4: ſoon as 
he bad ſwallowed, he ir p poſſeſſed, and grtepouſly tor- 
mented by the py I he Jelute Starez, Tom. 3, 
Diſp. 55. Sc. 3. ſperks thus. Experience tells us 
that by lenzth of oh, this ſleſt and this blood which ap- 
pear in the Euchar:ſt. are changed and corrupted. Bur 
when this hippens, Catth char famous Romſh Doctor 
Alexander Hales, Sent. 4, Queſt. 11. 1t # @ fin 
that the apparition that was make i in that form was 
nut made by the Porwer 0} Cog, but by the Power of the 
Devil, or by the (7, tft of man, 
7 Ms 2 hicdiy, Ifir were as tra? as It is falſe, that 
Jefus Chrilt hich appeared ſometimes in the $2cra- 
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ment of the Euchariſt in the form of a little Child» 
ar of Fleſh & of Bloog ; yet I ſay, that as God, when 
he 2ppeared to Moſes in the Buſh that burned with- 
out being conſumed, was to be worſhipped there, 
for this only res{on, becauſe he difcoycred a beam of 
his Glory by cauſing the Buſh ro burn without being 
conſumed : - bur je doth not follow that God mult be 
worſhipped in all other Buſhes, though he be as re- 
ally in them as he vas in thar, for this only reaſon, 
becauſe he doth not diſcover in them any ray of his 
Glory : ſo, if Jeſus Chriſt hath ſometimes appeared 
vilibly in the Hoſt (which I do not grant) 1 think 
then he ſhould haye been worſhipped, -becauſe of 
ſuch a viſible appearance, which is equivalent to a 
ray of Glory ; but it follows not that Jeſus Chriſt 
mult be adored in other Hoſts, where his Manhood 
appears not, though it be realiy there, for this only 
rezſon, becauſe no ray of his glory appears there. 

16, To the three foregoing Propofiricns I add 
th's Argument, which is very conſiderable : Inlaw- 
ful adoration it is requilite that he that adores, be 
well aflured that what he adotes is the true God, cl{e 
he may juſtly be reproached, as Jeſus Chrilt re- 
proached the woman of Samaria, Te worſhip xe 
know not what, Bit the Romanifts can never be 
afjur'd(according to their own m2xims):hat the Hoſt 
wich they worſhipis the true God ; and thcy baye 
always cauſe to ſuipet tht they worſhip a 13 >:f{e! 
of Bread in ſtead of the Redeciner of the Wolld.,; 
| becauſe according to their own Dcine, the real 
Why on” Ten = | * preſence 
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preſence of Chrifts body in the Hutt depends on 
tawful Conſecra'ton ; and lawful Confecration de. 
pends on th* Qu:lity of the Prieſt, and on the 
pronouncing of the words of Conſecr:tion, and on 
his Intention 1n pronouncing them; tor there is 
no Conſecration (2s they ſay) when cither he that 
celcbrates Maſs is no Prief, or dith not pr.n-unce 
the words thatare eflentia'lyrequilite to conſecration, 
viz, this is my body, &'c. or doth nut pronounce them 
wich intention to confccrate ; and conſequently 1n 
theſe caſes the Hoſt remains meer Bread. But 
1s impoſhble certainly to know thele three things: 
For as for the Quality of the. Prieſt, he muſt have 
been baptized ; and he tht b.ptized him mult have 
obſexved the effential form of Buptiſm, and have 
had intention to bip:ize him 2 Again, he inuſt have 
received Ordination from a true -Biſhcp ; and the 
Biſhop muſt have ovlcived the: effen ial torm of 
Ordination, and have had intention to make him a 
Prieſt; and to make this Biſhop a true Biſhop, he 
"muſt kave been baptized in due form, and with the 
requiſite intention, and mult have received Ordina- 
tion in due form, and with the requiſite intention 
from other Biſh"ps ; and they apain, for the mak- 
ing them' true Biſhops, mult alſo have received Ba- 
ptiſnr and Ordivation in due form, and with the 
requiſite intention, from other true Biſhops , and 
theſe (rom others, and ſo back to theKpoſtles, But 
who can bz aflured that from the Ap »ſtles ro a Bi- 
ſhop, or Prieſt, now adays there hath been no fail- 
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ing, either in the eſſential form of Baptiſm or Or- 
dination, or in the requitite intention ? As for the 
pronouncing of the words requilite to conſecration, 
none but the Peſt can know whether he hath pro- 
nounced them or not, becauſe in the celebration of 
ne Maſs, thoſe words are pronounced fo ſoftly, 
taat n12 perſon preſent c1n hear them. And as for 
the intention, it is evident that no man but himſelf 
can knowir, Belides, Itis known that fone Prieſts are 
M zgicians, as Lewis Goffredr, & otaer wicked Prieſts, 
who do ncither confecrate in due form, nor with 
the r:quiſite intention, eſpecially ſuch as belicve no- 
thing of waat they profeis; yea, divers Monks and 
Pcietts that have been convert2d to our Religion, 
have aſſured us that fora lung time before their can- 
verſion they did 1bho- the Idolatry that was practiſed 
in the adoration of the Hoſt. Judge thea if ſuch 
perſons as theſe had any tntention to conſecrate in 
the celebration of the Maſs. 

17, Thc Romiſh Doctors have ſought all the re- 
medies 1m2g'nable to prevent this danger, Pope 
Adrian, Queſt, 3, ſpeaks thus ; 1n the. adoration of 
the Euchariſt there is always a tacite condition, viz. 
if the conſecration be duly made; (as hath been dcci- 
ded at the Conncil of Conttance) otherwiſe they could 
not be excuſed from Idolatry, that worſhip the Hoſt 
when the Pricſt pretends to Celebrate, but Celebrates 
not ; or pretends toCelebrate, and is no PriesF, as it 
many times happens. Obſerve thele words, it ing- 
ry tines bappens, for they ſhew tht here s Bren: 
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cauſe of doubting, and thit much cautton muſt be 
noſed. For, as if a woman in her hus bands abſence, 
ſhould ſay to a man that coines to her, and tells her 
he is her kusband, and ſhe hath probable grounds t6 
ſ{ulpet him) If thott art my busband T will receive 
thee, and thereupon endeavours to clear it before 
the admits him to any privacy ; this condition fr-es 
her promiſe from blame ; bur it ſhe gives her elf 
up to him, before ſhe clears this doubr, ſaying, 1 
will receive thee if thou art my hwband, this condi- 
ion doth net free her action from blame, but ſhe 
gill be reputed an Adultereſs. Even ſoif a man to 
whom an Hoſt is propoſed to be adored, and he hath 
reaſon to doubt whether it ought to be adored, 
thould only ſay, If thou art Christ I will adore thee, 
and ſhould not adore it before he be well aflured of 
it, this condition woul4 render him blameleſs ; bur 
i notwirhſtanding his doubt, he adores it, this con- 
dition, if thou art Chrift, I adore thee, doth not ex- 
empt him from the crime of Idclatry ; for to what 
purpoles 1s the condition, whether it be tacite or ex- 
p:e!t, 1 adore thee if thor art Chit, becauſe he 
aRually adores it, without knowing whether it be 
{0 or nor, 

19, To what hath been f2id, I add, That the 
Primitive Church never adored the Hoſt, nor beliey- 
ed that the Body and Blood of Chriſt were really 
and inviſtbly in the S2crament of the Evchariſt ; for 
it the Chriſtians of the Primitive Ckurch had belicy- 
edir, thzv had furniſhed the Heathens with ſpecious 

pre- 
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pretences to excuſe the Idolatry-of their Image- 
worſhip, | and to rerort upon the Chriſtians thoſe 
very arguments which they had made uſe of againſt 
them, _ 

I9, Firſt, The Heathens did maintain that their 
Idols were compoſed of two things, viz. of a viſt. 
ble Image and an invitible Deity dwellinginit, They 
bring their gods, faith St. Chriſoſton in Theodorer in 
Atrep, into their baſe Images of wood and ſtone, and 
ſhut then up there as in a priſon, Tour gods, faith 
Arnobius, Book 6, dwell in Flaiſter ad Baked Earth; 
and. that they may make theſe materials more vene- 
table, they ſuffer themſelves to be ſhut up, and to re- 
main hid and detained in an obſcure Priſon. But 
might not the Heathens have juſtly replied ro the 
ancient Chriſtians, it they had believed what the 
Romiſh Doctors do now adays. And do not you 
believe the very ſame of your Hoſt, thar it is com- 
poſed of two things, viz. of the viſible ſpecies of 
bread, and the inviſible body of Chriſt, which is 
| hid under the ſpecies? doth not your Chriſt dwell 
in baked dough, and that he may makea piece of 
bread more venerable, doth he not fufter himſelf 
ro be ſhut up, and doth he not remain hid as in a 
Priſon ? | 

29. Secondly, The Heathens held that conſe- 
cration was the means whereby the Deity, which 
they adored, was made preſent in the Image. 50 
Tertullian in his Apolog.- chap. 12. faith, I find no- 
thing to objeF againit Images , but that the marter 
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of them is ſuch as our Frying-pans. and Kettles are 
made of, which chaugeth its deſtiny by conſecration, 
And Afinutius Felix {peaks thus of a Pagan IL nage, 
Behoid it is melted, forged, faſhioned, and yer is not 
Gad ; behold it is gilded, finiſhed, erefted, and yet 
:5 net God; behold it is adorned, conſecrated, and 
worſhipped» and then it is God, And Arnobius in 
Book 6. Dedication, or Conſecration makes them 
dwell in Images, they refuſe nat to divell in habita- 
tions of Earth, or rather, being forced to go inta 
them by the right of Dedication, they are incorporat- 
ed, and joined to the Images, But might not rhe 
Heathens haye replied tothe Chrltians thus. We 
findir juſt (o in your Euchariſt, yiz,, that the Ggns 
are of the ſame matter with our common Bread 
and Wine, but change their deſtiny by conſecrati- 
on; behold it is kneeded, and moulded, and yet 
it is not God; beholdit is baked in the Oven, and 
yet it is not God; behold it is confecrated and a- 
dored, and taen it is Gud; for your Chriſt doth 
not refuſe to enter into thiſe exthly matters, or 
rather, bcing forced to go into them by the right 
of conſecration, he is incorp1rated and joined to 
the ſpecies of the Bread and Wine, 

21, Thirdly, The Heathens had both great 
and little Images, and did belicye 'that the Deity 
waich they worthiped, was as well in the little as 
in the great one3, Arnobius in Book 6, jears them 
forthis, ſaying, that, If their Gods had their great 
nd lutle Images mn which they dpelt, they muſt 
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needs be Fraightned for want of rom in the little ones, 
whereas in the great ones they might ftretch them- 
ſelves out at their full lengcth. But - might not the 
Heithens have reproached the Chriſtians of thoſe 
times in the ſzne manner it they had believed that 
J-fus Chriſt had been wholly contained as well in 
a little Hoſt-as.in a great one, - and as well in the 
leaſt part of the Holt as-in the-greateſt ? 

22, Laſtly, 'The Heathens were reproached for 
worſhipping Waod: and Stone, the work: of mens 
hands ;.things etat.:cannot ſce, (hear: ſmell, taſte, 
breath, ſpeak, or move z things expoſed to age, ruſt, 
corruption, duſt, f:liing, breaking, burning, &c. to 
the injuries of Worms, Mice, and other Beaſts ; 
-ſubje&t to the power of Encmies; to be ſteln, locker 
up, Cc. as you may read in Arnobius, Lattantins 
Minutius Felix, and other anctent Dodtors of the 
Church. Bur if thoſe ancient Chriſtians had be- 
lieved what the Romaniſts now do, might nat the 
Heathens have replied thus ;| And can you deny 
that the Hoſt which you worſhip is the work of a 
mins hands, that moulded it, andgave it ſuch aform 
as plezſcd him, and then conſecratedit with certain 
words to mike your Chrilt come into it whole and 
entire? Do not you adore your Hoſt, which nei- 
ther ſees, -nor. hears, nor {mells, nor breaths; nor 
walks; nor ſpeaks, nor 1noves ?, Is nbt your Hoſt 
lubje& to age, duſt, falling, burning, to Worms, to 
Mice, ant other Beaſts * 3s tit not ſubjeCt to be 
taken away, froln, locke ups @&'4, Bt it it be {iid 
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that the 2ccidenes of the Hoſe are only fubje& tg 
theſe inconveniencies, and not-J=ſus Chriſt that is 
underthem, I anſwer that the Heathens bad ſaid the 
ſame, viz. that their Gods were not ſubje&t to 
theſe inconveniencies, but the Images only in which 
they were; for in Arnobixs his, 6th Book,, they 
ſpeak thus : Fe bel:eve not the Copper, : Gold, axd 
Silver, whereof the Images are. mude,:to be Gods 


and Deities, that of themſelves deſerve adoration ; : 


but in theſe materials ' we adore thoſe that ſacred 


Dedication introduceth, and: cauſeth to:dwell in the 
Images, | A" 
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Againſt the taking away of the Cup, 


ah has taking away cf the Euchariſtical Cup 
. was eftabliſhed as an Article of Faith by the 
Romiſh Church reprelcntive, aſſembled in Council 
at Conſtance, Anno 1.415. Seſſion 13. in-8 Cinon, 
the chief. clauſes whereof are theſe : Seeing that in 
divers parts of the World there be ſome who raſhly 
ſay, that Chriſtian people ought to- partake of the 84- 
crament :of the Euchariſt under both ſpecies ef the 
Bread and Wize; and do give the:Communion to 
Lay-people, not only under the ſpecies of the Bread, 
but alſo under the ſpecies of the Wane; this preſent 
boly general Connal of Conſtance tawfully aſſembled 
| in 


_— m— — mew «a + —_—— dit... _— pa—_—y 


Ch.6, Or the Maſs dead and buried, 67 


in the name of the Holy Ghoſt, being deſirous to provide 
for the ſafety of the jaithful againſt this errour, doth 
therefore declare, decree ard determine, that although 
Jeſus Chriſt did adminiſter this venerable Sacrament 
to his Diſciples under both the ſpecies of Bread and 
Wine; and although in the primitive Ehurch the 
Faithful did receive this Sacrament under both ſpeci- 
es, yet notwithſ.andiug that ( for the avoiding of cer- 
tain dangers and ſcardals) his cuſtom, which was in- 
troduced with reaſon, ong9t to be kept) viz, that Priefts 
that ſay Maſs ſhell communicate unger both the ſpecies 
of the Bread and }/me, but that Lay-perfons ſhall com- 
municate ttnder the ſpecies of Bread only: and they 
that ſhall ſay the contrary, ought to be expelled as 
Hereiicksgand griep2uſly puniſhed by the Biſhops, or 
their Ofſicrals, This Canon was conhrmed by the 
ſucceeding Romiſh Councils, and particularly by the 
Counci! ut Trent. 

2, Againſt ſo hornblea Canon, and {» ſtrange a 
Law !tis very difficult to oppoſe any thing ; for, if 
you te]' them that this Law is contrary to the Inſti- 
tution and Command of Jeſus Chriit, hey free! 
confeſs it; ſecing that although Jeſus Chriſt did in- 
ſtitute and adminifter the Euchariit under both ſpe- 
cies, yet they will not have it fy practiſed, If you 
tell them thar this Law is contrary to the Command 
of St. Paul, and Practice of the Primitive Church, 
they ingeniouſly own it; for they openly declare, 
that although the Fa'thful in the Primitive Church 
did receive the Sacrament of the Euchariſt under 

: - IK bath 


68 The Funeral of the Map, Ch.6, 


both ſpecies, yet they that practiic 1t thus ought to 
be expelled and puniſhrd as Hereticks, This 1s the 
true way of ending 2ll Controveriics, and of keeping 
us from diſputing with them, For *x3mple, If we 
alledge tat St. Paul, 1 Tim. 4. (at, that they who 
forbid to marry, and command t0 abſiaia from meats, 

do teach the doftrines of Deyp:ls; trey need only an- 
{wer, That although: St, Paul dutin ſay ſo, yet we 
mult not believe it, becauſe t!:c Romiſh Church 
hat' determined otherwiſ?, Again, 1t we alledge, 

That the ſame Apoſtle, Epbeſ. 2. (ach, that we are 
ſaved by Grace, through Faith; and that not of our 
ſelves, it is the Gift of God; not of Works, leſt any 
man ſhould boaſt; they need only anſwer, that 
although this was wittren by tne Apoltic, yet we 
mult nor believe it, becauſe the Romi/h Church hath 
determined; that we we ſaved by works and Faith 
as coming from our {el ves, 2nd rom the {trengih 
of our own free will, cc, Aud now { leave youu 
to judge waom we ought to fo.l-w, whe tner theſe 
lying DaGars, or Teſus C'nilt and his Apoltles, But 
that which I fad utterly infupportable 15 this, viz, 
that they accuſe of Riſhnels, Error, ard H:rehe, 
thoſe that by obeying Jeſus Chrilt and his Apulties, 
and following the Practice of the Putmitive Church, 
do affirm that we ought to partake of the Cup as 
well as of the Bread, Again, I find it an inſufter- 
able piece of Impucence, that they boaſt ſo much 
of Antiquity, and of che Conformity of their Creed 
eo that of the Pimitive Church, and yet can ſo 
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openly renounce buth in this chief and principal 
point of doctine. 

2. Here the Romiſh DoGtors now adays think to 
ſh:1ter themſelves, by telling as it is true that Jeſas 
Chrift d:d taſtitute the S:crament of the Euchariſt 
under both the ſpecies of the Bread and Wine ; and 
that tae Primitive Church did fo celebrate it, not 
by any exprels command of J-{us Chriſt and his A- 
poſiles, bur myeriy by Eccleltaltical policy, which 
nuay be changed, as {everal occaſions and circum- 
ſtances require, And they add, That 1t 15 ſufficient 
ro obſ. rve that which is of the efſince of the Sacra- 
ment, viz. to reccive the Bady and Blood of Chriſt; 
but that the Church may change that which 1s acci- 
dent-l, viz. toreceive them under both the ſpecies, 
or under one ſpecies only ; for they will have it, 
thar the Blood of Chrilt is under the (ps Cics of the 
Bread, by conconumitance, and that vis Body | is 
under the ſpecies of the Wine by concommitance z 
becauſe Jeſus Clhiilt being now gloricus, his BY dy 
and Blood cannot be ſeparated, 

4, TothisI cep'y, Firſt, Tet his 'S4n expreſs 
command of Jeſus Chrilt to take the Cup and diink, 
St. Matth. 26. in thiſs words, grin}; ye dll of it. 
To this the Remiſh DoCtors an{yer, Thar the word 
all is not extended to all men ; for then weſhould. 
ſ2y chat the Euchariſtical Cup ought to be given to 
Turhs, Fews, anda!l other 1nfidels. Andthey add,” 
that the word all dath not <x:end to all thole thar' 


2re of the body of the Church of the E'ect , for 
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then the Eucharitical Cup ſhovid be giver to little 
chiſdren, whom God hath elc&ed to eternal life : 
But ſay they, the word all is extended only to all 
thoſe, ro whom Jcf{us Chriſt gave the Cup, viz. to 
tie Apoſtles, conlidered as they were Paſtors. 

5. To this I reply, That a!tbovgh J:ſ\us Chriſt 
gave th's command to drink ot the Euchariſtical Cup 
ro his Apoltles only, yet we muſt know in wha 
quality rey received this command, Burt it was 
not in the-quakty af Apoliles, for then none but 
Apoſtles could partake of the Cup; and there be- 
ing now no more Apcltles, it ihoulJ be quite taken 
away, and ſo Maſs cyuld bs no mure cclebrated, 
And it was not in quality of Paitots, or f{acrihcing 
Priefts ; for Jclus Chriſt was then the cnly Szcritt- 
cer, as the Reauiſh Dectors lay, and the Apoltles 
did not then excrcife the Function of ſacithicing 
Prieſts, Bclides, it belongs to P.ſtors, and thoſe 
that adiniriſter the Sacraments, being publick per- 
{-ns to give, Eutto private perſons to receive only: 
But the Apolilcs in the celebration of the Euchariſt, 
&d only receive of Jcius Chriſt their Maſter and Pa- 
ſtor: Thc:rcfoic they received the command tro 
drick of the Cup as they were Believers, Whence 
it follows that all the faithful that partake of the 
$acramenr of the Euchariſt, are obliged by the 
command of J:{us Chrilt co drink of the Cup. So 
then the Romiſh Dottors are miſtaken when they 
tell. us that none but Pricſts that ſacrifice, have a 
wight to drink of the Cupzand that thoſe Prieſts who 
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do not, ſacrifice, muſt communicate under the ſpe- 
cies of the Bread only, tor at that time the Apoſiles 
did not factifice, T othis may be added, thatif the 
command of Jeſus Chrilt, drink ye all of it, was 
{(piken to Paſtors only, becauſe they to whom Chriſt 
{pake were Paſtors; then it foliov;s that the com- 
mand cf Jeſus Chrilt, Taks, eat, was ſpoken to 
Paſtors only , becauſe they ro whom Je{us Chriſt 
ſp:ke were Paſtors; and ſothe people will not be 
obliged by any command to communicate under the 
ſpecies of the Bread, and con{equently will be wholy 
deprived of the Sacrament, which is very abſurd and 
contrary to Chriſtian Religion, 

6, Secondly, I fay, That in 1 Cor. 1. there is an 
expreſs command to all the Faithful ro drink of the 
Cup, inthele words, Let a man examine h:mſelf, 
and ſo let him eat of this Bread, and drink of this 
Cup, In which words the Apoſtle ſpeaks to all Be- 
lievers, who no doubt, have cauſe toexumine them- 
ſelves. And this is apporent, b*cauſe St. Paul di- 
rects his Ep:{cle (and con't quently theſe words) to 
all choſe of the Chrrch of Corinth, as well Lay-men 
as Eccleltaſticalz for in ap. 1. yerſ. 2, he directs 
tto all that in every place call upon the naine of Je- 
fus Christ our Lord, To tiais I add, Thar Jelus 
Chriſt dot!: not only ſay, 4s often 4: ye eat this 
bread, but allo, as often as ye drink this cup ye do 
ſhew the Lords death till he come; ſo that we doas 
much commemorate Chrifts death by partaking ot 
the Cup in the Euchariſt, as we do by partakirg ot 
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the Bread. Andrhis is very proper, for {ceing that 
' not only the Body of Chrifc was broken, bur alfa 
his Blood ſhed on the Crofs; and that in every pro- 
pitation and exviation for (in, the effuſton of Blood 
was very conliderable (becuuſe it repecſents death 
better then any thing elf- doth) ir is cercain that 
they donot ccl-brate the memory of Chrifts death 
as they ought, that do not partake of this part of the 
Sicrament, wacrevy not only we cominemorate the 
effuſion of Ciriſts blood. 
>, Thirdly, I fay, that in the diſpute about the 
Euchariſt, our Adveifarics do alledge to us the words 
of Jeſs Chritt in chap, 6 of St, Fohns Goſpel, Ex- 
cept ye bs the blood of the Son of man. ye have vo 
life in yuh Why chen do they deprive the people 
of life , by taking away the Cup from them and hin- 
dering ER from diink' ng: ? And it is not atall to 
the purpoſe here to alle:!ge concomitance and to tell 
us that by taking Chriſts Body under the ſpecies of 
the Bread, we tak? his Blood allo, becauſe tis inſe- 
prrable from his Body. Fer, to this 1 anſwer, 
Firlt, Thrt to take Cirifts Bleod in taking the Hoſt, 
is not to drink it : But Jeſus Chrift ſaith expreſiy, 
Except a man drink_his Blood, he hath no life in him. 
S:condly, I ſay, "That at 'thoughin foras places by 
_ Bedy, ſhould be mrant the Body and Blood too, 
t it could not be in thoſe places where a man ifeſt 
"in& :0N 15 m2de between the Body :n1 the Blood : 
Bur ; 1n the Sacrament of the Euchariſt this diſtinctt- 
on is yery appzreat; for Jc{us Chriſt gaye firſt the 
b => - Sacra- 
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S1crament and Sign of his Body, in theſe words, 
Take, eat, this is my Body, which is broken for you ; 
and then ſeparately the Sacrament of his Blood, in 
thele words, D7ink ye all of it, for this is my Blood, 
which is ſhed for you. And he not only ſpeaks of 
thein ſcpariely, but repreſents them as really ſepa- 
rated 111 his Death ; for he faiths my body broken 
for you, and iny bizea [hed for you. In which words 
there 1s nv place for concomitance ; for the Body 
broken by diveis weunds doth not contain the 
Bioud, and the Biood being ſhed, 1s not contained 
1a tle Boy, Alſo owr Advyerſactcs affirm, that the ſ{a- 
cr2m-ntal words-do operate that which tacy Hgnt- 
he ; bur by their oxn cont-ffion, they ligukie the 
lepar:tion of Chrilits body from his, bluod, as Card. 
Perron acknowledgeth in his Reply to the King of 
Great Britain, pag. 1108. In theſe words, The ſcope 
of the entireneſs of this Sacrament, is to pmt 6 in nund 
that this body and thu blood which we receive, were 
divided by bis death on the Croſs, whence St. Paul 
ſaith, as often as we eat this bread, and drink this 
cup, we ſhew forth the Lords death tull he come, 
Thirdly, I fay, That as-he that eats bicad dipr in 
wine, hath indeed wine in his mouth, but doth not 
drink it; Co he that ſhould ext or ſwallow a conſe- 
crated Hoſt, would not drink Chrilts blood, though 
t werenn it, 

8. Laſtly, 1:y, That ſeeing the Szcramrnts 
were inftitured to aſſure us the more of the 
ruth of Gods Promiſys, and that all our comfort 
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depends on this perſuaſion, that ail Gods Promiſes 
are moſt true z it neceſſ:rily follows, that as much 
of the Sacrament as 1s taken away, {. jnuch of tae 
certainty of this perſuaſion is diminiſhed, And 'tis 
to no purpoſe to ſay that one part of the Szcramert 
doth as much confirm Gods Promiſes 25 the whole 
Sacrament doth; for it it be fo, then God hath un- 
necefiarily inſtituted two Sacraments; for it had 
been enough to have, inſtiruted Bapriſm only, ſce- 
ing it is ordained to cynhirm Gods Promiſes. But 
if for ſuch a rien two Sacratnents ae better 
than one, and if two pledges, and two ſea's tor tint 
purpoſe are of more conſequence than one alone; 
then in one Sacrament alſo, two ſigns are of more 
weight than one alone, for the confirination of Gods 
Promiſes, And ſeeing it is ſaid, St, Luke 22, and 
1 Cor. 11, that the Cup is the New Teſtament, and 
the New Covenant in the Blood of Cirift, becauſe it 
15 the Sacrament of ir, why then are people deprived 
of it ? $0 

9. As for the imaginary dangers and ſcandals 
which the Romiſh Doctors find in peoples partaking 
of the Cup, I ſay in general, that Jeſus Chriſt (in 
whom the treaſures of wildom are hid, and in whom 
the fulne(s of the Godhead dwells bodily) forcſaw 
them as well as they ; and yet he inſtituted and ad- 
miniſtred the Cup, and commaunded all to drink of it, 
And St, Paul, who was extraordivarily inſpired by 
the Holy Ghoſt, doth (notwithſtanding theſe pre- 
tended dangers and ſcandls) command the Corin- 
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thians, as well Lay-perſons as Eccleſiaſtical, to 
drink of the Cup. a5 hith been .lrezdy proved, 

10, The firit inconvenience which our Adver- 
faries find in peoples partaking of the Cup, is that 
they tear they may dip their Mouſtaches in the 
Chalice, and (o the Blood of Chriſt may remain 
on ſo:ne hair of the mouſtache; alſo they tear thar 
the ſpecies of the Wine, and conſequently Chriſts 
Blocd, may fall to the ground, and being fallen ir 
cannot be gathered up again. 

Tothis I anſwer : Firſt, That Women, Eunuchs, 
and {:c1 young men as have no beards, ought not to 
be excluded. 

Secondly, Iris brtrer to be withcut Mouſtaches 
then without the participation of the whole Sacra- 
ment. 

Thirdly, This inconvenience proc: eds only from 
a falle ſuppolirion, viz. that C'nilts Blood 1s under 
the ſpecies of the Wine; bur if the Sacrament of 
the Euchariſt there be nothing but Bread and Wine 
in ſ:bltznce, and any of it{hwld fall roche ground 
accidentally , and not throvgh any fault of ours, 
this inconvenicrce is not greatenough to violate the 
inftitutlon and command of Jeſus Chriſt and his A- 
poltles. 

It, Thef:cond inconyenience is, 'Thatirt.1s al- 
molt impoſſible to obſerve this Law where there is a 
great number of people and but one Prieſt, 

To this I anfwer: Firſt, That in pl:ces where 
there is much people, as in Cities there are divers 
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Secondly, If one Prieſt be not enough, anuther 

muſt be called from ſome neighbouring places. 

' Thirdly, That which cannot be done in one day, 
muſt be done in two er three days, rather th:n 
the command of Jeſus Chriſt ſhould be violated, aid 
rhe cms of the Primitive Church abandcncd. 

The third inconvemence 1s, that fc me have 
a Ec antipathy, or aver{1on to Wine, and conle- 
quently cannot ditnk of the Cup, 

To this] :nſwer, That b:cauſs corporal aCtions 
do depend on cerra'n n2ural powers, they are fvp- 
poſed to be commanded to thoſe that bave natural 
powers proper to exetciſe thoſe actions, and to 
none elſe, * For exumple, "The tearing of Gods 
Word is not commnneed to. deat pe ſons , but tg 
thoſe that c.n hear it; butdrinking of Wine is a 
corporal ation, ang therefore commanded to tho!e 
only that can drink it, So that if the Cup mult 
be taken from all- Lay-peopte, becauſe ſome of 
them have a natural antipathy ro Wine; then the 
preaching of the Goſpel mult be taken from Chit. 
ſtians, becauſe {rmc at the:n are deat and c-nnot 
hearir, 

I}, The fourth inconvenience 1s, That there are 
ſome Countries where no Wine grows, as in Lap- 
land, Norway, &c, 

T o this I anſwer ; Firſt, That although no Wine 
grow in thoſe Countries, yetſoine tnay be brought 
hicher. 

Sec-ngly, But if none can be brought without bc- 
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112 (potted and its form chwnged, then it is better 
 \wfcirute the ordinary drink of the Coumry in 
F827 0: Wine, | 

Phirolys. But if this common drink of the Coun- 
try may not be {ſubſtituted inftead of Wine, then 
they :hat cannot have Wine, do abſtain from it, be- 
caule rey ar2 forced thereunco; and it is neither 
Impudence nor contempt, to abitain from a thing 
commanded by Jefas Chriſt, when it is nat to be 
had : bur to ordain that they that have Wine in a- 
bundance ſha!l ab{tain from the Cup, is an inſufters- 
blz boldneſs, and a molt unchriltian contemp: of 
the Sacrament, 


CHA P, VI. 
. Againſt the Maſs, 


wy 'He2 Maſs, accarding to. the Romiſh DaGtors, 
is a Sacrifice of the Body and Blood of Criſt 
proputatory for the Sins of theliving and dead; and 
{o it is defined by the Council of Trent, Seſſion 2.2, 
Againſt fuch a Maſs we might alledgeall the Argu- 
ments already made uſe of againſt T ranſubſtantiati- 
on, and the pretended Preſence of Chrilts Body in 
the Hoſt; for our Adverſaries confels that thoſe 
Reaſons which deltroy 'Franſubltanuation, and the 
pretended: Preſence ot Chriſts Body ia the Holt, do 
21> de'troy the Maſs, . But inthis Chapter we ſhall 
by = L 2 only 
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only uſe ſuch; Arguments as are directly againſt the 
Maſs, and do utterly d:|troy ir, 

2. The firſt Argument is drawn from this, viz. 
that in the Inſtitution and firſt Celebration cf the 
Eucharift, Jeſus Chriſt did not ſacrifice nor offer his 
Body and Blood to his Father, as appears by what 
is mentioned in the three Evangeliſts and the Apo- 
tle St. Paxl, in which there is not the leaſt foot- 
ſep tobe ſeen of a Sacrifice ; or Oblitiun of Ct-riſts 
Body and Blood. This Bellarmin contefleth in book 
1, of the Maſs. chap, 27. in theſc words, The Obla- 
tion which u made after Conſecration, belongs to the 
entireneſs of the Sacrament, but is not of uts eſſence ; 
which 1 prove, becauſe neither our Lord nor bs Apo- 
ftles did make this Oblation at the fuſft, 4s we have 
demorſtrated out. of Gregoty. The Je\uit Salme- 
701 1n Ton. 13. of his Commentaries oz the Epiſtles 
of $. Paul, makes a Catalogue of unwritten Tradi- 
tions, in which he purs the Eccleſiaſtical Hierarchy, 
the worſhipping of Images, the Maſs, the manner of 
ſacrificing, and the tradition that Feſus Chriſt did of- 
fer « Sacrifice in the Bread and Wine. Card, Baroni- 
46 in his Annals on the Tear 5 3. freely conteſſeththar 
the Sacrfice of the Euchariſt is an unwritten Tradi- 
tion. A (trange thing that the Maſs, which is the 
foundation of the Romiſh Church (tor the DoRors rc* 
quire nothing of the People, but that they ſhould po 
to Maſs) cannot be found to have been inſtituted or 
commanded by Jeſus Chriſt, And the truth is, if 
Jeſas Chriſt in the celebration of the Euchariſt had 
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offered unto God his Father a facrifice of his Body 
and Blood, propiti.tory for theſins of the living and 
dead, then chere had been no need that he ſhould 
have been ſacrificed agam on the croſs, becauſe, 
having already expiated our {1ns in the ſacr fice of the 
Euchiari!ty there was no need he ſhould expiate them 
again on the croſs. To this I add, that St. Pal, E- 
pheſ, 4. 11, mentions the Offices which Jeſus Chriſt 
Icte tits Church when he aſcended into Heaven, in 
the'e words, He gave ſome Apoſtles, and ſome Pro- 
phets, and ſome Evangeliſis, and ſome Paſtors, and 
Teachers, but makes no m ntion at all of Sacrificers 
ot Ciriſts body and blood, nor in t Tir. nor inthe 
Epſile to Titus, when he defcribes the Duty of Bi- 
ſhops, Presbyters, and Deacons, without making the 
leaſe mention of this factihicing of Chriſcs body and 
blood, 

3. Theſecond Argument is drawn from the de- 
finition of a Sacrifice, asit is given us by our Adver- 
(aries, Card, Bellarmin, in book 1 of the Mp, chap. 
2. defines ic thus: Sacrifice #s an external Oblation 
made to God alone, whereby im acknowledgment of 
hunane Infirmity, and the divine Majcſty, the law- 
ful Miniſter conſecrates by a myſtical Ceremony, and 
deſtroys ſomething that is ſenſible and permanent. 
From theſe l:{ſt words, viz. that the lawful Miniſter 
deſtroys ſomething that is ſenſible, 1 form tro Ar- 
puments which deleroy the Sacrifice of the Mas. 

The firſt is this, In every Sacrifice the thing fa- 
crficzd mult fall under out Senſes ; for our _ 
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faries (ay it is 2 ſenſible thing : But the body and 
blood of Chriſt, which are pretended to be facri- 
ticed ia the Maſs, under the accidents of the bread 
and wine, do nor fall under our ſenfes, as we find 
by experience: Therefore the body and blood of 
Chriſr, which are pretended to be under: the acci- 
dents of the bread and wine, arc not the thing facri- 
heed. 

Tae ſccond Argument is this :- In every true fa- 
cithce the thing ſacrificed mult be utterly deſcroyed ; 
that is, it muſt be ſochanged, that it muſc ceaſe to 
be what it was before, as Bellarmin ſaith in expreſs 

erms inthe place above cited : But in the pretended 
Sacrifice of rhe Maſs Chriits body and blood are 
nor deſtroyed, for Feſus Chriſt dyeth no more, Rem. 
6. Tacreforein the pretended Sacrifice of the Mats, 
the body and blood of Caritt are not the thirg facri- 
ficed. 

4, To theſe two Arguments Bellarmin.in book 
1, of the Map, ch, 27. and other Romiſh Do&tors an- 
{wer, that Cnrifts body fimply is not the thivg facti- 
ficed inthe Maſs, bur it is Ciriſts body, as ir 1s under 
tae ſpecics of bread ; and that it is in reference to 
rhe ſpecies of the bread, that Chuilts body is ſenfible 
and viſible. 

S:condly, They anſwer, That in the Sacrifice of 
the Maſs C wiſcs body is deſtroyedin reſpect of its f1- 
cram2ntal being, but notin reſpect of its natural be- 
ing ;. tor when it is eaten in the Sactament it ceaſerh 
to be under the ſpecizs of the bread. 
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'To thele anſwers I reply, Fuſt, That Chriſts 
Body i ts not viſible by the ſpecies of the Bread, be- 
cauſe, as our Adverlattes fay, that hides it from us, 
and hind*rs us from ſeeing it, And although a 
ſubſtance may be viſible, and cognizable by its ac- 
cidents, yet it is never {o by the accidents of ano- 
ther ſubſtance ; and conſequently Jeſus Chriſt may 
be faid to be vilible by his own zccidents, bur nor 
by the accidents of the Bread, which ate juſt alike 
both in the confecrated and unconfecrated Hoſts ; 
and *cis a ridiculous ſhift to ſay that Chriſts body is 
vilble uncer rhe ſpecies of the bread, becauſe that 
ſp2cies is viltble ; for as we cannor lee Wine that 
ts ina Hogſhead, becauſe we ſeethe Hogſhead; and 
we cannot {ee Maney that is in a Purſe cloſed, be- 
c uſe we (cz the Purſe; fo neither can we ſee the 
Body uader the ſpecies of the Bread, becauſe we 
ſee the ſp:cies; for as our Adverſuics lay, that 
{pccies tunders us fron ſeein ng'ir, 

6. Second:iy, I ſay, That by the Sacramental be- 
'1ng-is underitcol, only an accidenral being of Jefus 
Chriſt (for exarople his preſence in the Szerament) 
cr ale belides that, is underflood his ſubſtantial be- 
ing't90, Ir his ſubſtantial being be allo underftood 
lice” ng- the ſubſtantial being of a thing is nothing 
clle- bur its ſubſtance: and: rat ure ) then -it will 
foilow thar it Jclus Chriſt - be deſtroyed in the 
$icrainent ,of the Evcharift in reſpe& of his ſub- 
ſtzytial being, he uſt alſo be deſtroyed i in reſpect 
of his natural being, which is contrary to whit the 
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Apoltle ſaith, Rom. 6. that Jeſus Chrift dieth no 
more, If an accidental being of Jeſus Chrilt be 
only underſtood (for example, his preſence in the 
Sacramen:) then theſe abſurdities will follow, viz. 

Firſt; That the Cacritceof the Maſs will be the 
ſacrifice of an accident only, and not of Jeſus Chriſt, 
becauſe rhe preſence of Jeſus Chriſt is not Jeſus 
Chriſc himſelf, but an accident of him. 

Secondly, Tt will fellow :that the ſacrifice of the 
Mals,. and that of the Croſs will not be the ſame 
lacrifice in reference tothething ſacriticed, b:cauſe 
Jelus C-rilt, and his preſence are not the ſame 
thing ; Jeſus Chriſt bing a ſubſtance, and his pre- 
{ence an accident, which is contrary to the deciſi- 
on of the Council of Trent , which hath deter- 
mined that the ſacrifice of the Maſs, and that 
of the Croſs, are the ſame in reference to the thing 
{icrificed, 

Thirdly , It will follow that the thing which is 
deſtroyed in the Sacrament, is not the fame with 
that, which was produced there, becuuſe there is 
only an accident deſtroyed, whereas a ſubſtance 
was produced by "Tranſubſtantiation , it is a ſub- 
ſrantial converſion, as hath been ſufficiently proved, 

Fourchly, It will follow that the ſacrifice of the 
Maſs will be offered in the Prieſts ſcomach only, 
becauſe this preſenceis not deſtroyed till the Prieft 
hath-eaten the Hoſt ; and conſequently, the facti- 
fic2 of the Maſs will bz offered after the Maſs, for 
this preſeuce is only deſtroyed by the roſtes 
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the accidents ; and commonly theſe accidents are 
no: deſtroyed ll afrer M-ſ is aid. 

Fifrbly, Tr will follow? that the juſtice of God 
will ceaſe to be the fame ; for whereas heretofore 
it could not be fatished bur by the death of Ghriſt, 
and by the deſcruGtion of his natural being 5 now 
God is appeaſed, our fins explated, and Gods juſrice 
fatihed by the deftruction of his ſ:cramental bejn 
only ; for they will haveit, thar the ſacrifice of the 
Mais is propitiatory tor the fins of the living and 
the dead, 

7. The third Argument is drawn from theſe 
words of the Apoltle, Heb. g. Almo$t all things are 
by the Law purged with blood, and without ſhedding 
of blood is no remiſſcon: 1t was therefore neceſſary 
that the patterns of things in the Heavens ſhould be 
purified with theſe, but the heavenly things them- 
ſelves with better ſacriſices than theſe. From which 
words I form this Argument, There is no propi- 
tition or remiſſion of fins without ſhedding of 
blood, as the Apolile faith: Bur in the Maſs : A 
isno thedding of blood (for it is called an unbloody 
$acritice : "Therefore in th;e Maſs there is nd pro- 
pitiation or remiſſion of {1ns; and con{cquently no 
propiti tory actitico for tin, This Argument may 
be thus confirmed : Under the Old Teftament 
there was n5 propitiation, or purifications without 
ſh:dd ng of blood,” and tle Types of Heavenly 
things were ſo purified, as the Apoltle faith, Heb, 9. 
Therefore under the New Teſtament allo there on 
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beno propitiaticn or purification without ſhedding 
of blood, and heavenly tiings, brig repreſemed 
by the legal 1 Jews muti be purificd by a mote 
excellent S:c1ihce, viz. by tlic ſhedding of Chrifts 
blood A aitt ugh t' e Ap: lile uſeth the word 
Sacrifices | in the ap Res numbcr, yer we wuſt under- 
ſtand re only 5 acrilice of Chriſt on the Cre, {s ; 
becauſe when one thing is oppoſed to nuny, tt is 
ofcen exprel]ed n the plaral number z as when Ba- 
ptiſm, which is bit ono, 's called Bapr'C 15, Heb. 6, 
2, But the ory feciitice of the Cruis of Chrilt in. 
the Text avove c1cd, Heb. 9.23. ts opp. ſed ro the 
old Sacr'hices which were 'T'y pes and Figures of the 
Sacrifice of the Crnls. 

8. The fourth Argument 1s drawn from tke 
words of the Apol:ic, Heb. ic, 16. This is the Co- 
pena which | will make with them aſter thoſe days 
ſaith the Lord, Twill put my Laws into their hearts, 
and in their minds will 1 write them, and their ſins 
and iniquities will I remember nomore, Now wheie 
remiſſion of theſe is, there is no more ofſering ſor ſin, 
Whencel form this Argement: Where thcre 1s 1C- 
miſfion of [ins the:e is no need of an cb{aiion, or a 
propittatory {actifice for fin, as the Apolile faith, 
But inthe Chriſtzan Church, by vertue of the New 
Teſtament, or New Covenants confirmed by the 
blood of Chriſt, theic is remiſſion of fins, Heb. 10, 
16,17. Therefore in the Chriſtian Church now a- 
days, there is no need cf an oblation, or propiti- 
atory Sacrifice, and conſcquently no need of the 
Sacrifice of the Mis, 9. The 
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The fitth Argument is drawn from the words - 
of the Apoſtle, Heb, 9. Jeſus Chriſt offereth not him- 
ſelf often, as the High Prieſt entereth into the holy 
place every year with the blood of others ; for then 
mat be often have ſuſſered from the ſurndation of 
the 5Vorid, but now once in ne end of the World 
hath he appeared to put away [in by the ſacrifice of 
hiunjelf. And as it ts appetit ted ro men once to dyes 
bur af:er this the "ſudymen: : ſo Chniſt was once of- 
fered to b:ar the fins of many, and un'o- them that 
look for him ſhais he appear ihe ſecond itme without 
ſtu unio faivation, "This is confirmed by the words 
of the { me Apotile, H:b. 15, The Law having a 
ſhadow of good things to come, and not the very image 
of the things, can never with thoſe Saeriſices whicly 
they offered year by year, continually make the com- 
ers thereunto perfe; for then would they not have 
ceaſed to be ojj Fored, becaul, {e the Worſhipers once purg- 
ed, ſhould bave had no more Conſcience of fins. But 
in thoſe a remembrance is made again of ſins every 
year ; for it is not poſſivie that the "blood of Bulls and 
of Goats ſhould take away ſins, &C, And every 
High Prieft ftandeti daily miniſtiing and offer- 
ing often times the ſame Sarifices which can never 
rake 10-2) ſins; but this man after he had offered one 
Sacrijice for ſins , for ever ſate d2wn on the. 142ht hand 
of God, For by one offering be bath for ever perfedted 
them that are ({andified ; which is conformable to 
what ie had Cid a licthe before, that we are ſantti- 
fied by the offering of the Body of Feſus Chriſt ence 
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or all. .From all which 1 form theſe Arguments, 

Io, Firſt, the old Sacrihces wer2 reiterated; for 
the Apoſtle ſaith, that the High Prieſt entereth into 
the holy place every year with the blood of others : 
but the Sactifice of Jeſus Chriſt mult not be retre- 
rated ; for,the ſ:me Apoltle f:uth, that Feſus Cbriſt 
offereth not himſelf often; and that he hath oz.ce ap- 
pearcd to put away ſin by the Sacrifice ef himſelf: 
Therefore the Saciiiice of the Mauls is not the S2- 
Critic? of the Croſs reiterated, or the reiteration of 
the S2crifice of the Crols, as our Adverſaries would 
have it, 

11, Secondly, The Apoſtle addirg, elſe he 
ſhould ofren have ſuſfered from the foundation of the 
World, rakes it apparent that Chriſt c:nnot be 
off. red without ſuft:zring : For, as he that ſhould 
fay, this is not fire, elſe jt would be hot, doth ne- 
ceſlily preſuppoſe that fire is hotz and as he that, 
(hou!d ſzy he is no man, elſe he would be r:tiona!, 
doth nec{wvily preſuppoſe that man 1s ror ratio- 
nal: fo when the Apoftle ſ:ith; that Jeſus Chriſt 
offereth not himſelf often, otherwiſe he ſlyuld often 
have ſuffered, doth necefjurtly preſuppoſe that Jeſus 
Chiilt cannot cffzr himſelf without ſuffering : But 
Jeſus Chriſt goth not ſuffer every day in the Mas : 
Therefore he is not oftered every day tn the Maſs 
by rhe Miniſtry of Prietts. 

12. Thirdly, Theſe words, from the fornda- 
tion of the World, are of great weight ; for *is as 
much as if the Apoſtle had ſaid, it the only Sacri- 
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fce of Chriit on the Croſs be not ſufficient to take 
away the (ns which {h-i! be committed hereafter, it 
follows thut It was 007 ſufficient to take away (:ns 
which bave been committed heretofore from the 
creztion of the Wo:1li, for it is very unſuitable that 
the Sacnihie of Chit on the- Croſs ſhould have 
more v: rue before it was cft:red than fince: Bur 
the Sac:itice of Chrilt on the Croſs had the vertue 
to take waz f1ns before it was, otherwiſe (laith the 
Apoſtle) be ſhould often have ſuſfered from the foun- 
dation of the H/orld : 1 herefore 1t hath aiſy vertue 
to take aw1iy (115 committed tince it was, and con{e- 
quently there is non:c4 thatit ſh-uld be reiteratedin 
tne Maſs, 

13, Fourthly, The Apoſtles comparifun is con- 
{1dcrable, the ſenſe whereof 1s this; As men ſuffer 
deati but once, and after death appear no more cill 
the day of the Refurrection, and day of Judemert : 
ſy» Chilt hath oft:red kimſclt ro his Father orcce tor 
all on the Croſs to take away fins, and will be no 
more cn Ecrth until he comes to judge the quick 
and the dead, This utterly deſtroy; the Mals, in 
which Jeſus Chriſt is {aid to be 6ffered and {:crificed 
contiaually by the Miniſtry of Prieſts, 

14. Fifthly, Sacrifices that take away ſins, and 
fanctfie thuſe that come thereunto, ought not to be 
reiterated ; for the only reaſon which the Apoſtle 
alledgeth, why the old Sacritices cf rhe Law were 
reiterated, is becaule they could nortake away fins, 
nor {inChhe tne comers therevnto, as appears by 
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the text above cited, Bur the Sacrifice of Jeſus 
Chriſt on the Croſs takes away fins and (anctifies 
thoſe that come thereunto : Therefore the Saci(fice 
of Jcſus Chrift on the Croſs ought not to be reite- 
rated, and confequently is nor reiterated in the 
Maſs. 

15. If J:ſ\us Chriſt did offer himſelf a Sacrifice 


on the Croſs that he might ſanctifie us tor ever, and | 
urchale ezernal Redemption ior us, then it is evident © 


that the fruit and cfhcacy of this Swcrifice endures for 
ever, and that we nwlt have recomſe to no other Sx- 
ciihce but to that of the Croſs : Bur Jeſus Chriſt 
did offer liimfel{ a Sacrifice on the Croſs that he 
m'ght ſanctity us ior ever, an: Gp! 1rchaſe eternal Re- 
demprion for us, as appears by the texts afureſrd: 
theretore the efficacy of the Sacitfice of the Cr..s 
endures forever, and we mult khaverccourle to no 
other Sxcrifice but to that of the Croſs, In a word, 
either ws mult contels that the Szcritice cf the Croſs 
hath no vertuc to take awiy {1ns, and to farGtify vs 
for ever;(which 1s contrary to what tne Apoltle ſit) 
or elſeif it hat this vertuc and {i tictericy, then Jeſus 

Ciwilt hath oftered one only S:critice once for all,and 
conſequently! is not offered daily in the Maſs by the 
Miniſtry of Prieſts. 

16.) Laſtly, The Apoſtle almoſt throughout the 
whole Epittle to the Hebrews, ſaith, thit Tcſus Chriſt 
was conltitured and confecrated by his Father, H'gh 
Preft forever; and particularly cþ. 7. he faith, that 
many wer? made Prieſts, becauſe they were not ſuffer- 
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ed 10 centuineby reaſon of death ; but Jeſus Chriſt be- 
carile be contrmurth for ever, hath an unchangeable 
Prucfehosd; arid that he ts able to ſave them to the 
Btzertioſt chat come unto God by bim, ſeeing be ever 
Iipeth to Make wierceſſcon ſor them ; ard conlequent- 
I; he ba$i-nv necd <t Vicars, ot companions 112 his 
Pricithood, 
| * 17. In anſwer to theſe Arguments the Romiſh 
! Ductors are wont to fy thar the Sacrifice of the 
| Maſs is the fame wich thar of the Croſs, in reſpect 
of rhe effenc?2 of the S:crifice, the ſame thing be- 
ing offered in buth, viz: the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt by che (ae Pucit, v;2, by J-fus Chriſt, . Bur 
it differs 1a 1e{p:& of the manner cf cfteri ring ; for 
on the Cief+ ] uz Cirilt offered himfelf bloodily, 
that is, Whcu he cd he ſhed his blood for man- 
kind; bur tn the Maſs he offers himſctt unbloudily, 
that is w:chout ſhed:iing his blood, and without dy- 
Ing: Ontae Crols Jrhus Chrilt was ceiiroyed inre- 
ſpect of Nis natura! veing, but tn the Mats hes de- 
' nd; nr (ps & of his Sacramental being. They 
add, that ail the Arguments diawn trom the E- 
pile tothe Helrews ;, r6 ſpect o! ly tinat bloos iy 0. 
bl-rion which was orce offered on the Crelfs ; but 
belides tins bloody S:crifice there is another that 
is unbloody, which i> daily offered in. the Mals, 
Laſtly, "They {x y, that the Sacnhice of the Cots is 
pritaitive and original, but this of the Maſs reprc- 
ſentatiyg, commenaorative, and applicative of that 
of th* Crolfs, as the Counc| of Trent hath it 1 in 1's 
22 Seſſzon. 19, 


& 
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18, To theſe diſtinions I reply, That the Sa- 
crifice of the Mals doth not diffec from that of the 
Croſs in reſpect of the mamer only (which is bur 

an accidental difterence) but it d:ffcrs in reſpe& f 
cflence too. 

Firſt, B:cauſe the natural death of J-ſus Chriſt is 
of thecfiegc2 of the S:cr fice of the Crus : Bur the 
Sacrifice of the Maſs dath not comprehend the na- 
taral death of Jeſus Chriſt, for Feſus Chriſt dieth 
0 more, Rom, 6, therefore the Sacrifice of the Mals 
dota not comprehenJ that which is of the efſence of 
the Sacrifice of the Croſs, and conf: quently d, fcrs 
from it eſſentially, and not in reſpec of the mauiner 
only. 

Secondly, Becauſe the repreſentation of a thing 
diftzrs eſſentially from the thing repreſented : 
For ex:mple, the Kings Picture differs eflenti- 
ally fcom the King, Alfo the memorial cf a 
thing diftzrs effennall y from the thing whercot 
It 5a memorial: For example, the cel braticn of 
the Paſſuver, which was a memorial of the Ar gels 
tavourab'e paſſing over the kouſ:s of the 1ſraelites, 
difters efl-ntially trom that paſſing over, And lealt- 
Ys the Applicationof a thing d: ters cilentially trom 

For cx:mple,. the application of a Plaiſter diftcrs 
ll nttally trom the Plaiſcer, But according to tie 
determination of the Council of Trent, in Seſſion 22. 
The S:cifice of the Maſs is repreſentative, comme- 
m2rative, and : xpplicar ve of that of the croſs : there- 
fore the Sacrifice of tee Maſs ditters cflentiall trom 
that of the crols, FI T hitdiy, 
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\ Thirdly, Becauſe the' Sacrifice of the Croſs is of 
an infinite value, and conſequently ought not tobe 
reiterated ; for its value being infinite, it is ſuffici- 
ent to take away-all (11s paſt, preſent, and to come, 
as Bellarmine {aith; Book 1. of the Maſh, chap. 45 
| Butthe Sacrthce of the Mus is of 2 finite price and 
value, according to the fame Bellarmine and other 
Romiſh DoCors ; ' at which we my juſtly wonder, 
ſeeing, as our Adverlaries ſay, it differs not from 
the Sacrifice of the Croſs, either in reſpe& of ths 
thing ſacrificed ,* or i: reſpect of the chief Prieſt, 
and yer from theſe the Sacrifice. hath all its price and 
va'ue, £ 

19, Secondly, I (ay that an unbloody propiria- 
tory Sacrifice is a feigned; and an imoginary thing, 
and thar the Arguments drawn from the Epiſtle ro 
the Hebrews, do willy deſtroy it. 

Firſt, Becaufeit is ſaid, Heb. 9, that without ſhed- 
ing of blood there is 'no remiſſion of fins * therefore 
inthe unbloody Sacrifice of the Maſs, there can be 
no remiſfi2n of fins, and. conſequently it cannot be 
a propitiatorySactifice for f11. 

Secondly, Becauſe J. ſus Chrilt cannet be offered 
without {uſfering ; for the Apdaſtle laith, Heb. 6. 
Jeſus Chriit offerevh not himſelf often, otherwiſe he 
ſhould often have ſuffered: But the Sacrihce of Jeſus 
Chriſt with ſuffering, is a bloody Sacnfice : T here- 
fore there is no unbloody $acrihce., 

Thirdly, Becauſe the bloody Sacrifice of the 
Croſs , bring of an infinite value, hath purchaſed 
an 
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an eternal redemption, Heb 9, and hath taken away 
2ll fins, paſt, preſent, and to come. Whence it fol- 
tows that there is no Sacrifice either bloody or un- 
bloody that can purchaſe the pardon of our (ins, 
the Sacr:fice of the Crols baying (ufficiently dorg | 
It, 


Fourthly,, Becauſe the juſtice of God requires * 
that ſins ſhall be expiated by the puniſhinent hat is | 
due to them ; and this is {o true that:the wrath of 
God could not be appealed bur by the bloody ard 
12nominious death of the Croſs: Therefore the 
zultice of God muſt have changed its nature if 
ſins can be expiated in the Maſs without pain, ar 
{i ftering. | "2 

20, Thirdly, Tothe giltin&t on of Piimitive Sa- 
ctifice, which was offered: on the Croſs, and repre- 
{encative, commemorative, and appFcative, which 
is daily cflered in the Maſs, - I-r ply, Firſt, 'T hat 
what the Counc4 of Trent faith -in Seſſion 2.2. vi. 
that in the Euchariſt there 15'a Sacrifice repreſenta- 
tive, commemorative, and applicative of that of 
the Croſs, may bear a good ſenſe, viz, that there 
Is init a repreſentation, commemoration, and :.p- 
plication of the S:cr tice of the Crols, viz, a repre- 
ſentarion, becauſe the bread breken reprefents the 
body broken ; and the Wine poured into the Cup, 
repreſents the biood of Chriſt ſhed for the rem fii- 
on of fins 2 a commemoration , - becauſe all that is 
donein it, is donein remembrance cf Jeſus Chill 
and his death according to his own command in 

hy rs Wnt thele 
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theſe words, Do this in remembrance of me, andac- 
corcing to what St, Paul ſaith, 1 Cor, 11, As often 
4s ye do eat this bread, and drink, this cup, ye doſhew. 
the Lords death till be come: and an application, 
becauſe the merit of the Sacrifice at the Crols is 
applied ro us not only by the Word, but alſo by 
the S:craments, as weſh.1l ſhew hereafter, Bur 
our &.dverſaries are not content with this, for they 
will have it that in the celebration of the Euchariſt, 
there is offered a true and proper Sactifice propiti- 
atory for the {ins of the living and the dead, which 
hath bzen a'ready refuted at large. | 

Secondly, I {:y that the application of the Sacti- 
fice of the Croſs may be conſadered on Gods part, 
or on Mans part : on Gods part, when he offers Jeſus 
Chriſt to us, with all his benefits, bothin his Word 
and Sacraments: on Mans part, when by a true 
and lively faith, working by love, we embrace Je- 
ſus C rilt withall his ben:fits offered to us bothin 
his Word an1 Sacraments And this is it that Jeſus 
Chriſt texcherh us, St John z, in thele words, 4s 
Moſes lifted up the Serpent in the wilderneſs, even 
ſo must the Son of man be lifted up, ( viz. an the 
Croſs) that whoſoever believeth in b1m ſhould not 
periſh but have eternal Life: For God ſo loped the 
world, that be gave his only begotten Son, (viz.to dic) 
that whoſoever helieveth in: him ſhould not periſh but 
bave eperlafling life : he doth not {iy, whoſoever 
facrihcet's him in the Maſs, but wh ſocver believ- 
ch, &'c, And St, Pax ſh2ws it clearly in theſe 
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words, God hath ſet forth Feſus Chriſt to be a pro- 
pitiation through Faith in bis Blood; he duth nor 
f:y through the Sacrifice of the Mals, but through 
Faith, And we really and truly apply the Sacri- 
fice of Chriſts Cro's when we have recuurle ta 
him, as a man applies a Plaiſter when he hath re- 
courſe to it, and lays it on the waund; But the 
recourſe or refuge of a penitent ſinner to the Sa- 
erifice of the Croſs for obtaining mercy irom God, 
is nothing elſe but Faith, As for the diſtinction of 
the {acramental and natural Being cf Jeſus Chriſt, 
it hath been already refuted in the 6 Number, 
' 2.1, I ſhall conclude this Diſcourſe with the teſti- 
mony of Thomas Aquinas, the molt famous of all the 
Romiſh DoRors, and called by our Adverſaries, the 
Angelical DoQor. This Thomas in part. 3. queſt. 
83. artic 1, having propoſed this Queſton, viz. 
Whether: Chriſt be ſacrificed in the Sacrament of 
the Euchariſt, he concludes with thefe memorable 
words ; The Celebration of this Sacrament is yery ſit- 
ly-called a ſacrificing of Chriſt, as well becauſe it is 
the repreſentation of Chriſts Paſſion, as becauſe by 
this Sacrament we are made partakers of the fruit of 
the Lords Paſſion, And afterwards he gives his an- 
fwery tn theſc words; I anſwer, we muſt ſay that the 
Celebration of this Sacrament us called a ſacrificing of 
Cbriſt, ma two reſpects. Firſt, Becauſe (4s Auguſtine 
t0'Simplicius ſaizh) we are wont to-give.to Images, the 
name of the things whereof they are Images," as when 
we ſee Pictures 04 a Wall, or in a'Frame, we. ſay this 
4+ is 
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# Cicero, that is Saluft, &c. But the Celebration of 
this Sacrament (4s hath been ſaid above) i a repre- 
ſentative Image of Chriſts Paſſion ; which Paſſion is 
the true ſacrificing of Chriſt, aid ſo the Celebration 
of this Sacrament i the ſacrificing of Chriſt, Se- 
condly, the Celebration of this Sacrament is called the 
| ſacrificing of Chriſt in regard of the eſfelt of Chriſts Paſ- 
| ſton, becauſe by this Sacrament we are made partakens 
| of the fruit of the Lords Paſſion. Let the Romaniſts 
keep to this decifion of their Angelical DoGtor , 
and we {hill agcce with them in this point ; for I 
ain confident that there is not one of the Reform- 
ed Religion but will ſubſcribe this true DoRtine 

Thomas Aquinas. | 


6. A 


CHAP, VII. 


— — 


Containing Anſwers to tht Objeftions of the Romiſh 
Dodtars. 


wJ* the the twa farſt Chapters we have anſwer- 
ed the two princ pal Objeftions of the Ronriſh 
Doctors, drawn from theſe words, This is my body, 
&c. and from theſe, he that eateth my fleſh aud drink- 
eth my blood, bath eternal Life, cc, Now we mult 
anſwer the reſt, | 
Objedion, I. 

2, The firſt Objeion is this... When the eſta - 

bl'{b'vg of Axticles of Faith, the Inſtitution of Sa- 


cramen!s, 
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ctarments, and the making Teſtaments and Coves 
nants arc in agitation, men ſpeak plainly and pro- 
perly, and not x obſcurely or figuratively : Butin the 
celebration of the Eucharift Jctus Chrilt eſtabliſhed 
an Article of Faith, inſtituted the Sacrament of the 
Euchariſt, and ſpake of a Teſtament and a Cove- 
nant ; for it is ſaid of the Cup, that it is the New | 
Teſtament and the New Covenant in the Blood | 
of Chriſt ;' yea, he {pake then to his Diſciples, to 
wa6m he ſpake in plain and proper terms, and not 
in obſcure terms, or in higures or parables, as he did 
to the people, 
Anſwer. 

3, Tots OJ ection I anſwer, Firſt, That it is 
falle that Articics of Faith are always expreſſedin 

:oper terms in holy Scripture, as when ic is ſaid in 
the Creed chat Feſus Chriſt ſiteth on the right hand of | 
Gad,itis eviden: that this is a Figure and a Metaphor, 
for God being a Spirit, hath neither right hand nor 
I2it; and all Jt: 2rpreters expound this ating on Gols 
right hand, metaphorically, viz. for that LordſIip 
both of Heaven and Earth, which he hath receiv- 
ed from Go1 his Father, as earthly Princes make 
their Lfen:enants, whom they appo'nt to govern in 
the r name; tofit on the right (ide of them. Again, 
When it is faid, St, Match. 16, Upon this Rock I 
will bu:kd my Church, and the gates of Hell ſhall not 
prevail againſt it , and I will give thee the Keys of 
the Kingdom of | Heaven, and waatſoever thou ſhall 
b: nd on Eeth (h ll be bond 'n Heapen, &c. [e 1 

mani 
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manifeſt rhat theſe axe Figures and Metaphors, as 
Bellarmin contefleth in Book, 1. of the Biſhop of Rome, 
chap. 10. and yer itis chiefly by this paſſige that they 
endeavour to provethe Popes Authority. 

4+ Secona!y, 1 anſwer, 'Tharthe holy Scripture 
commoniy ſpeaks of $acraments in figurative terms ; 
thus Circumcihon 1s called Gods Covenarr, Gen. 
17, in theſe words, This ts my Covenant, every 
male ſhall be circumciſed, that is, this is the ſign of 
the Covenant,.as appears by the fullowiog verſe, 


Te ſhall circumciſe the fleſh of your foreskin, and it 


ſhall be 4 token of the Covenant between me and jou. 


So the Paſchal Lamb is cailed the Lords Paſ.over, 
Exod, 1 2. becauſe the Blood of this Lab fpriok- 
led on the door-poſts, was given as a fign of the 
Angels favourable. pafſing over the houſes of the 
Iſraelites; as appears by yerſe 13. of the ſame chap- 
ter.” So Baptifin 1s called the waſhing of Regene- 
ration, bcc2uſc it is the Sacrament of ir, In a 
word, the Eucharilticat Cup is called the New 
"Teftamenr, becaulc: it is the Sign, Se:1, and Sacra- 
ment cf it, 

5. Thirdly, I :{w2r, That in holy Scripture, 
'Te(taments are not always expretted* in proper 
eerms without a, F:gore; tor the Teltzment of 7 x+ 
cob, Gen. 49. and that of Moſes, Dent. 33.. are n0- 
thing elſe bur a chxn of Meraphors, and other F1- 
gures, And Ciyilans.will have it, that 'n Teſta- 
ments we ſhonld nor regard che pre pr fan fica- 
tion of the words, but the intention of the Teſta- 

£97, 
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tor. TothisI add, rhat Jeſus Chriſt did not then 
make the New Teſt;menr, and the New Cove- 
nant, but only inſtituted the Scal and Sacrament of 
them: For the Covenant was made with all man- 
kind in the p:rſon of Adam after the Fall, when 
God promiſed him that the ſeed of the Woman 
ſhould break the Serpents head. This was afcer- 
ward renewed with Abraham, -ochen God promiſed 
him that in his Sced all the Nations of the Earth 
(hould be bleſſed, viz. in Chriſt; the bleſſed Szed; 
who hath deſtroyed the Kingdom of Sxtan,  Aft- 
ter this it was confirmed by the blood of Chriſt ſhed 
'on the Croſs ; Then it was publiſhed through all 
the World wienthe Apoſtles had received rhe Ho- 
ly Ghoſt, And laftly, Baptiſm and the Euchniſt 
are. the Signs, Seals, and Sacraments of ir. 

6, Fourchly, Tanſwer, That by theſe words, Ts 
ſpeak clearly or plainly, beunderſtood, to ſpeakin- 
telligibly, fo that the Apoſtles might and ought to 
underſtand what he ſaid to them, then it is certain 
that Jeſus -Cirilt did ſpeak clearly; for to ſpeak 
Sacramentally, and according to the ſtile uſed in all 
Sacraments, was to ſpeak cicarly and not obſ{cure- 
ly : Bat if by theſe words, to ſpeak clearly, bs 
underſtood to ſpeak without a F gure, then it is 
f:lſe that he always ſpake clearly ro his Diſciples, 
witneſs the calling of his Diſciples, to whom he 
ſaid, St. Matth. 4, follow me and 1 will. make 
J0u . fiſhers of men : And when he fiith*elſe- 
where, ye are the ſalt of the earth, the light of the 

| : CE ER worlds 
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world, &c. To this'I add, The Apdſtles did ask 
Jeſus Chriſt the meaning | of Parables, and other 
things which they did not upderſtand, and there- 
fore :certainly they had much; more reaſon to ask 
the meaning of ſo many ſtrange things as follow 
from the Maſs, from Tranſubſtamtiation, -: -and from 
the pretended preſencecf. Chrilts Body inthe Hoſt, 
piz, how a humane Body can, be i:1 a point, and 
in divers places at once? How the head, of. Jeſus 
Chriſt and his whole body could be in his mouth ? 
How accidents can be without a ſubj«&t? &c. 
..Liſtly, Seeing Jeſus Chriſt laid, drink ye all 


of this Cup, all Prieſts, whether ]elcites, Manks,. or 


other Row'ſh DoQars,, would. of necefſi:y be con- 


ſtrained, ; really, -propexly,. 3nd withou: a Agure, v4 
drink of the Cup, whethec, meited c = TAY. 
k 


al to ſwallow jt, until they ſhoy eld confeſs 


are figures inthe. words of. Je Chu in the Shay 
tion of. the Eucharilt, 


6 efron y 
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| .Obj PEA cf 
8. The fecond Obje&tion is this.: "The, YE 
ment. of the Euchariſt is. more exce! 'Iept than thar 
of the Paileover, becauſe, the Sacrament of the 
Paſlcovex is a Type of the Sacrament of. thoEuchi- 
rift, andthe thing typified is always mare excgllenr 


'than the Type :. Bur it the Sacratuent of tne Eu- 


chartſt did not really: contun the Bady and Blbod 

of Chriſt, but was only the ſign of +, hen, ir mul 

follow that the Sacrament of te Enchirit would 
"OY at 
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not be more excellent chan that of the Pafſeover3 
nay the Sacrament ot the Paſſeoyer would be mere 
excellent than that of the Fucharilt ; becauſe'a 
Limb and its bloud is more excellent chin Bread 
and Wine : and the d-ath of a'L inb, and theſhed- 


ding of, its bloud doth mucly b-tter repreſen? the | 
death of Chriſt, and the*ſheddiig of his blotid on © 
the Crof:, than Bread broken, and Wine poured | 


Inroa Cup can do, 
OD "Anſwer. 

9. 'To this anſwer, Firſt, That the thing typi- 
fied byrhe Paſchal Lamb, is J:ſus Chriſt, and nor 
"the Sicrartient of the Eiichariſt; as St Paul ſhews 
Qdeitly; 'x Cor, 5, when he calls Jeſus Chiiſt our 
Paffeover, inthefe words, *CÞriit our Paſſeoper ws 
crucified for us, The'truthis, a whole Lamb with- 
Gut fpot or blenifh*killed and burnt toward the 
evening, and its blood ſh:d, doth very well re- 
preſent J:ſus Chrilt perfr&, without (in, pur to 
death, and his bloud ſhed roward the end of the 
world, and in the fulneſs of time; but ſuch a L:mb 
repreſents nothing of that which is feen in the Eu- 
chariſt, Beſides the Types and Sacraments of the 
Old Teſtament were inſt'tuted that the F+hiul of 
thoſe tines might come to the knowledge of the 
things typified and figrified, for the ſalvation of 


; 


: 


their ſouls : But the Faithtvl under the Old Teſta> | 


ment never c:me to the knowledge of the Eucha- 
riſt by the Paſchal Lamb; and though they had 


Come 
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come to the knowlecge of. it, yer they had no be- 
nefic thereby. 1n a. word, ſeeing the Paſlover and 
the Euch.rilt are Types, Images, and Signs of Jeſus 
Chrilt, *is very impertinent to {:y, that the Paſſo- 
veris the Type of. the Euchariſt, becauſe a Typeis 
not proper'y the Type of another Type, but only 
of the thing typified ; as the Image of Ceſaris not 
th: Image of another Image of Ceſar, but only of 
Ceſar nuvfſcif, 

10, Second!y, I anſwer, that the excellence of 
one Sacrament iboye anorher, mult be drazn from 
ies foi and efficacy, and not from its matter, be- 
cauſe it is torm chat cluefly gives being to things 
compoled of mater and form, But'rhe form of 
Sacraments depends on the *ords of Laftirution, 
becauſe being i1gns of divine Inſti:ution, their form 
can vnly depend upon the wi'l of God, whochoot= 
eth ccrtain thing; to ſign'fi: other things ; and this 
Will of God cannot be known bur by Revelation, 
which is the Word; ſothar it is propeily faid, that 
the Word joyned with the Element inakes the Sa- 
crament: Therefore, althuugh rhe Sacrament of 
the Paſſover be more excellent than the. Euchar'ft 
in reſpe& of its matter, becwſe the Paſchal Lamb 
and its Bloud are more excellent than the Bread 
and Wine of the Euchariftt ; and that the Lamb 
| and its Bloud have a greater anal-gy with Jcſus 
| Chriſt and his Bloud ſhed on the Crofs, than the 
| Bread and Wine of the Euchariſt haye; yer the 
Sacrament of ths Euchariſt is much more cxce!- 
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lent than that of the: Paſſover in reſpe of its form, 
which depends on the words of Inliitation, becaule 
at the Inſtitution of the Sacrament of the' Paſſae 


yer, God ſpake not,one word of the principal end . 


for which he did inſtitute ir, yz, to be the Type of 
Jeſus Chrift and his Death.” But at the Inſtituttort 
of the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, Chriſt declared in 
exprels terms, that he did inſtitut:'the eating of the 


Bread broken, and the drinkipg of the Wine, poured | 


into the Cup, to be commemorative ſigns of himſelf, 
and his death. The Sacrament of the Euchariſt is yer 
more excellent than that of the Paſſover, in reſpect 
of its efficacy, which depends cn two things, piz, on 
che form,which being more manifeſt in the Euchariſt 
doth alſo operate with more efficacy, and alſo becauſe 
ie repreſents a thing paſt, viz. the Death of Chrilt, 
But the knowledge of things paſt is more clear and 
perie&t than the knowledge of things to come; and 
we are more toucht withthe memory of things paſt, 
when ſome ſymbol brings them toqur thovghts,than 
ghken we conlider things to come, turough clouds and 

ſhadows. TothisI add, that the Bread and Wine of 
the Euchariſt havea greater analogy with Jcſus Chriſt 
than the Paſchal Lamb had, in one reſpe&, yiz, 
in regard of the ſpiritual nouriſhment which we re- 
ceive by Chr.its death ; for as Baptiſin is the Sa- 

Erament of our ſpiritual bicth, ſo the Euchariſt is 

the Sacrament of our ſpirituz] nouriſhment, Bur 

this nouriſhment is mich better repreſented by Bread 

and Wine, which are the ord'nary nouriſhment of 


£1 bacies, rian by a Lamb, Luiily, 
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"Laſtly, T anſwer, Fhat it is far lefs inconyeni- 
ent to give ſorhe prerogative to the Paſloyer above 
the Euchariſt, (viz. to give it a more' excellent 
matter and analogy) than to affert-the- e&tporat 
pretence of Chriſt in the Hoſt, by an unheard of 
Travſubſtantiarion, which deſtroys the nature of 
| Sacraments, gives our Lord a monftrous Bodyin- 

cludes notorious abfardities and contradictions,.and 
| gives che: Iye ro Senſe, Reaſon, and holy Scripture ; 
| 3$ hath veen proved, | 


A ObjeFion, 3. 
* I 1, The third ObjeQtion was propoſed at Niſmes, 
Anno 1657. by the Jeluit S. Rigant, thus, , God 
doth courmunicate, or can communicate to the Crea- 
ture in a finite degree that which be poſſeſſeth in an 
mfinite degree. For example; God hath an infinite 
porwer whereby he can do al things at once; there- 
{fore he communicates, or can communicate to the 
Creature a finite and limited power, whercby it may 
do divers things at once, 4s appears in a man; far 
he can ſee, hear, talk, and walk at the ſame time. 
| God hath alſo an infinite wiſdem and knowledge , 
| hereby he knows all things at once; therefore he 
communicates or can communicate to the Creature a 
| finite knowledge, whereby it may know divers things 
at once, And eyen ſo God hath a yirtual infinite ex- 
tent, which i catled immenſity, whereby he fills all 
things and all places at once : Therefore God com- 
municates or can communicate to the Creaturep viz, 
(s 


—_— 
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to 4 body. to 4 finite extent,: whereby it may fill diver; 

ſpaces, and occupy ſeveral places at once. whence 

zt fallows that Chriſts Body. may be in divers piaces at 
the ſame time, Viz. in Heaven and in the Hoſt, 


Anſwer. 1 

x1t, To this I anſiver, That as God cannot be | 

in two places (for example, in Heaven and upon | 
Earth) without being in all thoſe p: ces tht are 
betwcen both, (for then he would be. di{tant, and | 
ſeparated from himſelf) fo Chriſts Body cannot 
be in two diſtane pl:ces, viz. at Paris and at Rome, 
in Heaven and upon Earth in the Hoſt, without 
being in 2ll thoſe places that are between both; 
for then it would be diſtant and f. parated from it 
felf, which is impoſſible, as hath been (ufficiently 
proved, Therefore ſceing Chriſts Body is r.otin all 
ces between Paris and Rome, and between Hea- 
ven and Earth; it follows that it is not in Heaven 
and upon Earth in the Hoſt, nor at Paris and 
Rome- in conſ:crated Hoſts, So that to make a 
Creature, (tor example the Body of Chriſt) purta- 
ker of Gods extent or Immenſity, it is ſufficient 
that as God by his infinice extent occupies all pl-2 
ces, ſo Chrilts Body ſhould by its infiaite extent | 
occupy lome place, But if to make it partakein a 
finite degree of this divine Attribute of Immenlity, 
it maſt be in divers places, yet it is ſufficient that 
it be in divers places ſuccefſively and nur at once; 
oF if tg make it partake of this Attribute it muſe be 
in 
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in divers places a* once, yet it is ſufficient that ir 
occupies them by its ſeveral parts ; for example, 
thac the Head be in'vhe place, ind the' Feet in a- 
| nothier, &c. Ina word, that it Be without diſ- 
cortinuarics or ſeparation, as God is every where 
| without diſcontinuance, '- Thus the Learned Mr. 
Brugier then anſwered; and meh better , -bitt I 
' Taniiot teitiethber his fell and Compleat Aniſiet.” 


We 4athen q.3 it 226 

. Thefowrrh Ob; eCtion is this, - If Fn bo- 

Hes Tp miraculouſly Len one and the fameplace, 
then it CE poooyery thar one body my miraculouſ- 
ly be in divers places : there' beirg no more Wfh- 
ry” or impefibility:m-cthe one thin'in! the orher, 
| Bit divers bodies ag miracutooſly be in” one and/ 
the ſame plice; for J- {us Chriſt camo ito the rooM 
whete his Diſcip les wete, the: dores* be! be"ſhar, 
wor he waepy har have: dard, -# his- Body had 
ot penetrated the*dotes,” Beſides, It is (iid*that 
Jeſus Chriſt was' born of the Vrgi n Mavy,- and'con 
fequently Mary wis' £ Virgin both'before and f- 
ter his birth, which' could not have been if 'Feſas 
Chriſt had not penetrated her belly and come forth 
without fraction or overture, Laſtl jeſus Chriſt 
penetrated the ſtone tliat was hid on Ve Sepulchre 
| when he role again; arid1tis (aid chat he penetrated 

the Heavens when he acetced, 


W/1rer. 
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* anfinde... 

Ibo: To *& Janſwer,, Firſt, That i it is not ſaid 
thar Jeſus Chriſt came in, | the.dores bring (hut ; «for 
theſe,arethewords, The ſame day when it was eve- 
ning,' 41d the doprs having been. ſhut. for fear of the 


Jews,  Feſus came,. &c, which words do indeed | 
ſhew the:time, when Jeſus" cane in/. unto. his. Dif; 


ciples, bat not the manner of his entry by pene- | 


tration; but if the wordy be tranſlated, the dores 
bejvg. ſbar, ,: andthat they doimpart that the dores 
were-nat opened by any body! yet they.do not ex- 
clyds the opening of them in the, tyinkling. of an 


eyeÞy.the divine power, fith we. have examples of * 
this in holy; Scxippurez for- 4s 5, we rcad that,the | 


Apolileswerit out of Priſon, though the dares had 
been falt ſhut, but it-is: aidz: that'the,Angel. of, God 
opened them, And Ats.12. The-dare of the Pri- 
ſan qpened:tg $. Peter of: its, own accord; that's, 
with.put, being opened by any. body.. -And ſo it is 
ſaid'that Jeſus Chriſt entered, the: dores being ſous, 
or. having been -fput ; | which, excludes: the openipy 


of. them-by any, body, but not the opening of-theng | 


by adivine power in ſo, {hort.a-time that! it Was uſt 
diſcexnable, ., 

\ Secppdly, I oe, Ker, "That the Virgin Mary was 2 
true. Virgin, both before.and afier her. delivery y.if 
by being a Virgin be meant act.to. have had the 
company of a man ; butit is certa'n that Jeſus Chrilt 


canze gr. of the Virgigs belly by opening her womb; 


for |: 
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for it is (aid, St. Luke 2, that Joſeph and Mary car- 
| ried Jeſus Christ to Jeruſalem to preſent him to the 
| Lord; 4s it # ppritten in the Law epery male that 
| openeth the womb, ſhall be holy unto the Laid, 
Thicdly 1 anſwer, 'That Jeſus Chit did not pe- 

| netrate the [tgng that was laid on his Sepulchre ; 
for itis ſaid, St, Matth. 28. that the angel of Ged 
> zoled it back, from the dore of the Sepulchre. 

\  Fourthly Lanſwer, That whenic is (aid, Hel. 4; 
| that, Jeſus Chriſt penetrated the Heayens, we 
muſt underſtand it improper!y, inthe ſamemanner 
as it is commont!y {aid that an Arrow penetrates the 
Air; that is the, Air gives way to the Arrow that 
 paſlech through the Air; and ſo Jeſus Chriſt pene- 
trated the Heavens, becauſe the Heayens gave way 
to his Body, .and not that the Heavens and his Bos 
dy were in onz and the fame place, _er_ 
15. All the Romiſh Deftors agree with us; | that 
modal accidents _( which are nothing elſe but the 
manners of the being of {uþpltances, as Actions kg; 
lon, Relation, Figure, &c.) cannot be without g 
ſubjze&, no not by the power of God himſelf, But 
ll che Obzections by which they endeavour to 
prove that the accidents of the Bread and Wipe 
[may exiſt without a ſubject, (that is, without their 
ſubttance) do prove the fame thing of axodal ac- 
| Icidents roo, So that I ſhall not ſtay-naw to repeat 
thafe Objeftions wich their Anſwers, which are 
le; down at large in my diſpute about the Euchardt 
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objeftion 5. 
16. The fifth Objection is driwn from 2Mal.r, 


in theſe werds, From the riſing of the Sun to the g0- | 


ing down of - rhe ſame, my uvame ſhall be great a- | 


mong the Gennes ; and mm every place ſhall the) of- 
fer incenſe to my nawte, and a new arid pure offering: 
where by this new and pure 6ffering, nothir & can 
be underltood but the Sacrifice of the Miſs ; be- 
caulz by-this offering we-eannot underſtand Prayers, 


Alms, Contrition of heart, and other g00d works, | 


which are ſometimes in Scripture: called Oblations 
and Sacrihces, for the Prophet Malachy promilſeth 
a new offering. But Prayers,” Alms, and orher 
gogd works were common amonplt the Jews ; and 
belides, they cf the Reformed: Church do believe 
that all the a&ions of the' Faithful 'are polluted; and | 
the. Prophet ſpeaks of a pure and cl-2n Offering, 
Again, By this Offering which Malathy ſpeaks of, 
cafinot be-underſtood Lambs, "Bulls, and ſuch: like 
Animals, which were wont to be ſacrificed in Solo- 
71ons Temple: becauſe the Prophet pfomiſcth that 
it ſhall be offered in every place, ' even amongſt the 
Heathen. Laſtly, By this Off-ring'c-nnot be un- 


derſtood the bloody Sacrifice which Jeſus Chrilt | | 


oftered on the Croſs, becavſe that bluo! 'y Sacuhce 
was oftered but once upon Monnt Calvary in Jude, 
and the Prophet. ſpeaks of an Oblztion +h+t ſhall be 


citered in every place : 'Thetetore by this Of ring 
mull be undertiood the S:cr fice of the now and | 
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Blood of Ciiilt, under the ſpecies of the Bread and 
Wine, which is nothing elle but the Maſs, . EE 


Anſwer. £1 

17; To this I anſger, Firſt, That by the cffer- 
ing whereof Malachy ſpeaks, muſt 'be underſtood 
that ſpiritual worſhip and ſervice which. Believers 
ſhould perform unto God under the New Teſta- 
ments which is comprilzd in that Sacrifice which 
they offer to Gd, boih cf their perſuus and reli- 
Iigious actions : and tis is the reaſon why St. Pauls 


| Roms. 12, ſpeaks thus. 1 beſecch you therefore bre- 


— 


thren, by the mercies of God , that ye preſent your 
bodtes a liying Sacrijice, holy, acceptable unto God, 
which # your reaſonable ſery ce, And chap. 15, 
ſpeaking of the grice th:t was given him of Gad, 
he faith, zt is given him that be ſhou'd be the Mint- 
ſter of Feſus Christ to the Gentites , nuniſtring tle 
Goſpel of God, that the offering up of ihe Gentiles 
might be accegtable, being ſan{ij1ed by the Holy Gheſt, 
Whence it appears, thav by this gblatign whereof 
Malachy ſpeaks, we muſt not underſtand the off:r= 
ing of Chriits Body and Blood under the accidents 
of Bread 2nd Wine, bur the oftering up of the 
p2:{-ns and religious actions of thoſe, that ſhould be 
brought unto God by the precCcaing of the Goſpel, 
and parucululy, the Gentti2s, | 

18. Secondly, I anſwer, That 1n the whole. 
paſſage of Malachy above cites, the .v.ords. new, 
o//ering are. not t9 be found, but qaly cle; ofer;, 
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ing. And though a new offering had been there ſpor: 
ken of, yet, I ſay, that things may beſaid to be new, 
when being ſpoiled and corrupted, they are reſtored 
and made tound ag4in, Bur the ſervice of God which 
had been corrupted under the Law, was re-eſtabliſh- 
ed by Jeſus Chrift and his Apoſtles under the Goſpe!, 
f3 thatall things were made new ; anew Time, viz, 


the time of the preaching of the Goſpel; a new Peo+ = 


ple, viz. the Chriſtian Peop'e; 2new Place, viz, all 
parts of the world, and not at Jeruſalem only ; a new 
Prayer, yiz, the Lords Prayers ; new Sacraments, 
viz, Baptiſm & che Lords Supper ; and new Preach- 
ing, Ti. the preaching of Salvation by Jeſus Chriſt, 
19, Thirdly, I an{wer, that the Oblation which 
is offered to God under the Goſpel is pure and clean ; 
rho Seryice wh'chis performed to him, 2ccording to 
h's Word, is pure; the preaching of the Goſpel is 
pure Ina word, the Chriſtian Religion is pure, tho 
there be many failings in thoſe that profeſs it, And 
althovgh the Faithful that preſent their bodies a liv- 
ing Sacrifice, koly, acceptable to God, be compaſ- 
ſed about with miny infirmities, and that their religi- 
Ous aRtons be atcompanied with divers failings, yet 
their perſons and works may be ſaid to be pure and 
clean in Jeſus Chriſt, in whoſe name they are pre- 
fented to God; fo that although they cannot cf 
theraſelves pleate or fatisfie God; yet as they are 
Members ot Chriſt, they are reputed holy before 
Gol :' for ir is tifele St, Peter ſpeaks of in Fpiſt. 


Is Chap, 2. Who 4 living ſtones, ate binlt up-a ſpi-' 


ritual 
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ritual houſe, 4 holy Prieſthood, to offer up ſpiritual 
| Sacrifices, acceptable ts God by Feſus Chriſt And fo 
| our Sacrifices are a pute andeloan offering, bur it is 
| through Jeſus Chriſt, who covers them with his 

Puiity and Holinefs, fo. that the defeRs of them 
! are not '!mputed to ts, To this I add, That be- 
fades-rhe pertect purity which we have by the im- 
; Putation of Chriſts Righteouſneſs, we have alſo 2 
purity begun by the Holy Ghoſt ; of which St. Paul 
ſpeaks Rom. 15, in theſe words, that the Offering 
| of the Gentiles might be acceptable, being ſand:ſied 
by the Holy . Ghoſt ; for that which God hath de- 
| creed, Jeſus Chriſt hath purchaſed, and the Holy 
' Ghoſt hath begun, is reputed by God prefe& and 
| compleat, And St, Paul ſhews clearly the truth 
of what hath been (aid, i Tim. 2. 8, in thele words, 
I will that men pray every where, lifting up boly 
hands, without wrath and doubting, And Epheſ. 5. 
Feſus Chriſt loved -the Church, and gave himſelf 
for it, that be might ſanttifie and cleanſe it with the 
waſhing of water by the Word, that be might pre- 
ſent it to bimſelf, a glorious Church, not having ſpot or 
wrincle, or any ſuch thing, but that it ſhould be holy 
and without blemiſh. 

Objettion. 6. 

20. The ſixth ObjeRion is drawn from Gen. 1.4, 
in theſe words: Ard Melchiſedec King ef Salem, 
bringing forth Bread and Wine ( for he was 4 Prieft) 
bleſſed hi, And from Pſal. 110. and from Heb: 7. 
vohete itis ſaid, Thow art 4 Prieſt for eper, after the 

: Tt 0p Order 
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Order of Melchiſedec, From which words our Ad; 
verlutes argue thus, - Firſt, They fay that Jeſus 
Chriſt is a Prieſt, not after the Ordcr of. Aaron, 
bur afrer the Order of Melchiſedes ; the difference 
between Aaron and Melchiſedec conliſting in this, 
viz. that Aaron and the other Levitical Pricſts of. 
fered þloudy Sacrihces, killing and ſh<dding the 
bloud of Beaſts, which they facrificed to Gods AS 
a Sign and Figure of the bloudy Sicrifice of Jeſus 
Chriſt on the Cr..{s, But Aelthiſedec offered an 
unbloudy S:critice, for when he went to mect A- 
brabamn returning from the ſlwughter of the Kings, 
he offered to God Bread and Wine, Aud {ccing 

this Bread and Wine oftcred to God by AMetchiſe. 
dec were Signs and Types of Chriftts Budy and 

Bloud, Jeſus Chriſt was ob['ged to ofter an un- 
bloudy Sacrifice, yiz, his Body 2nd Bloud under the 
Picks of B:ezd 2nd Wi ine, which he did at the In- 
ſticution and Celebration of the Sacrament of the 
Eucharift, tht ſo the reality of the thir gt) yp:ficd 
m gt a wi A er thoſe ſh1dows and types, _— 1d- 
ly, That a!though Melch;ſede had brought al] this 
Bread and Wine for the retrcſhment of Abraham 
znd his Army that returned from the {laughter of 
the Kings, yet he hit oftered 1tto God, and then 

o3yC it to them, thatfo they might partake of rhe 

480 fhce of B:cad and Wine. Andthe rea{on of this 
is, becauſe the Scri prure {faith that Abraham return - 
eq trom the Battel with great {poils; amorglt which 
th2:e was meat and grink enovgh for the refreſhment 
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of hiqaſclf and his people: alfo it faith expreſly that 
Abrahams pecple had taken ſuch refreſhment us'was 
neceſlary befcre Melchiſeder met them; and conſe- 
quently they had no nced of the Bre2d and Wine 
which he brovghr, except it had been to partake of 
the Sacrifice of the Bread and Wine which he offered. 

Thirdly, They fay this is ſtrongly proved by the 
following words, for he was Prieſt of the moſt hich 
God, which ſhews the reaſon why Mel: hiſedec 
brought Bread and Wine, viz. to make an oblation 
or offering of it to God; for it he had brought this 
Bread and Wine for the refreſſanenc of Abrahamand 
bis people, the Scripture would have fatd tha: He had 
brought this Bread and Wine, becauſe that 4bzahant 
and his Army beirg#aint and tied. had nceg of meat 
and drink; but it ſpeaks Noting of this : onthe con- 
trary it (zith that he brovght Bread and Wine, for be 
was Prieſk. Fouithly; "They (ay that Feſus Chriſt is 
a Prieft for ever, aſter the Or derof Melchiſcdec; and 
ſceing there can be no P:teſt without a Szciitice, there 
can be no eternal Peſt withovr 2n eternal ar pet” 
petual S:crihce. But the Sacrifice cf the Crefls was 
offered but onc2, and c:nnort be receratcd , for 
Feſw Chriſt dieth no more, Rom, 6. Phereſore there 
muſt be +nother perpetual Sacrifice? Inthc Church, 
which Jcfus Chrilt cffereth' by the h:n4s of Piicſ's, 
which can be nothing ciſe but the Sacr fice of the 
Maſs, viz, the Sacrikce of Chrifes Body arid of og 
under the ſpecies of the Biexd & Vir "e,tyP hed by 
he's acr-hce of the Bread 2nd Wi 122 of Melet fe Cc. 
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Anſwer. 

21, To this Ianſwer, Firſt, That the Hebrew 
word doth nat ſignifie bringing but brought , - drew 
out, cauſed to be brought, &c. but our Adverſaries 
falfitie the Text thus, to make way for another fal- 
fication, viz, to put theſe words in a Parentheſis 
( for he was Priet) inſtead of putting without a Pa- 
renthelis, and he was Priest ; fo that we may ſay 
thatin theſe few wards they have made three fall- 
fications; firſt, when they tranſlue it proferens, that 
15 bringing, inſtead of tranſlating ir protulit, that is 
brought or drew out: Secondly, when they tran- 
{lite it erat enim ſacerdos, that is, for he jwas 
Prie# : in ftead of tranſlating it, and he was Prieft : 
Thirdly, when they tranſlue it benedixit ei, that 
is, bleſſed him, in ſtead of tranſlating it & benedix- 
it ei, that is, and he bleſſed him. And oof three 
different propoſitions, viz, Melchifidec allo brought 
Bread and Wine, and he was Prielt, and he blefled 
him ; they have mide but one, with a Parentheſis 
thus : Melchiſidec bringing Bread and Wine (tor he 
was Prie(t) bleſſed him. 

22, Secondly, I anſwer that the Hebrew word 
uſed by Moſes, {ignites commonly brought, drew 
out, cauſed to be brought, cauſed tro be drawn qur, 
cauſed to come, &c, ,- But we mult not ſtray from 
the proper {1gnihcation of * words but upon very 
great neceſſcy, which appezrs not in this Text 
And although this Hebrew word {hould fGgnitic 
brotght to offer, and that it ſhould be takea for offered, 

yet 
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yet our Adyerſaries would gain nothing by it; for it 


| is not faid in the Text that he brought Bread and 
' Wine to cfter unto God ;, bar we muſt rather ex- 
pound it thus, viz. that he brought Bread and Wine 


to offer and preſent i itto Abraham: And indecd the 
following words , yiz. and bleſſed him, do clearly 
ſhzw it, for the Pronoun Relative him, relates to 


' Abraham, according to the expclition of the A- 


roltie, Heb. 7. whetc he faith expreſly that Adelchi- 


\ ſedec met Abraham and bleed byn. And a little 


— CS 


after he ſaith, that Melchiſedec bleſſed him that had 
the promiſes; and that the leſs is bleſſed of the great- 
er, Butif theſs words, he brought Bread and }incy 
mult be expounded thus, he offered Bread and Wine 
to God, then it mult neceſl artly follow that Melchi- 
ſedec bleſſed God and not Abraham; tor in theſe 
words, yiz. he oftcred Bread and Wine to God, and 
bleſſed ! um, the Pconoun him can relite tonone but 
God, 

23, Thirdly, I anſwer, That Melchiſedec brought 
Bread and Wine to 4brabam to refreſh him and , S 
people, and not to ofter unto God, Bellarmin in 
Book 1. of 196 Maſs . 6. conteſſech that Melchiſe- 
dec brovgint "E's and Wine to Abraham to reticfh 
him and his pcople, who returned ta'nt and tired 


4 from the (} wuUgnter of the 8 n QSy which ! iS rruc ; bur 


he adds that J-ſus Clift had 1d itto God before, 


whicinis faiſe, and cannot be proved. Feromin his 


| Epiltie to Evy.cgrius, writes that the Jews underſtood 
{ irthar A#lchifedes mrering Abrabars after his vito- 
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ry, brought Bread and Wine to refreſh him and his 
people. Joſephus writing this Hiſtory, ſaith that 
Melchiſedec preſeited Bread and Wine to Abraham 
to refreſh him and his Army. Damaſcene, Bcok 4. 
of the Orthodox Faith, faich that Melchiſedec treated 
Abraham with Bread and Wine, 

24, Fourthly, The Reaſons of our Adverſ:res, 
mentionedin the ObjeCtions to prove that Melchiſe- 
dec brought Bread and Wine to 4brabam that he 
might partake of the Sacrifice which he had offered, 
are not conſiderable, y;z., becauſe Abraharn return- 
ed from the battle with great ſpoils; and fo there 
was meat and drink enough for him and his people ; 
and that they had taken their repaſt before Melchi- 
ſedec met them, &c, Theſe Reaſons, I ſay, are in- 
conſiderable, becauſe although Abraham had great 
ſpoils, yerhe reſtored all tothe King of Sodom ; and 
tho his people had eaten and drank of ſuch as they 


found amongſt the ſpoils, yer itis not ſaid that Abra- | 


ham did eat and drink; and tko both he and his 
people hadeaten and drank, yet it is nor ſaid how 
Jong it was {ince, and that they had noneed of more 
proviſion ; and tho they had no need of more, yet 
Melchifedec not knowing that they had eaten and 
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drank, did, that which prudent men are wont todo, ' 


piz., provide all that may be nezdtul in caſc of necel- 
lity. 


ſedec effrred unto Ged Br: al znd Wire, viz. be- 
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25. Fifchly, I anſwer, That the principal reaf{.n 
which our Adyerlſaries bring to prove that Aelchi- 
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cauſe it 1s in the Hebrew Text, for he was Prie#, 
is a manifelt falſification ; for it is in the Hebrew 
Text, 4nd he was Pricit, Alſo the old Latine In- 
terpreter, and the Greek Septuagine tranſlate ir as 
we do, viz. and he wa: Prieff, And itis very pro+ 
bable thit this paſſage hath been corrupted in Jeroms 
Latine Tranſl tion, becauſe in bis Hebrew Que- 
ſtions, and in ats Epilile ro Eyagrins, he tranflates 
it, and he was Priest, St, Cyprian in his Epiſtle to 
Cecilius, and St, Auguſtin, Book 4. of Chriftian Do- 


| GArine, chap, 21. and ciſewhere, tranſlue it, and he 


was Prieft, So tharalcho the Hebrew Particle uſed 
by Moſes, do ſometimes lignifie for, yet ſeeing that 
borh its proper and common fignification is and ; 
and that for one. place where it l1gnihes for, there 
are a thouſand at lez{t where it fignifies and; and 
that there is nothing that obligeti; us to tranſlate ie 
for, itisevident that the Argument of our Adverſa- 
ries is of no force atall, 'Therefore ic is more per- 
tinent to reter thele words, and he was Prieft, to 
what follows, viz. and bleſſed him, then to what 
goes before. viz. brought Bread and Wine, For as 


Melchiſedec, being al:beral King, brought Bread and 


Wine to Abrabam, to refreſh him and his people ; 
ſo as he was 2 Prieſt mich more excellent than Abra- 
ham, he bleſſed him, And tho it ſhould be tran- 
{lared for he was Prie$t, yerit would not follow chat 
Melchiſedec did ſacrifice Bread and Wine unto God 
for it might be {aid that Moſes would ſhew the reaſon 
of the good will of Melchiſedec toward Abrabams 
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Viz it was very fit that he that was Prieſt of the moſt 
High God, ſhould teſtific his Kindneſs to fo emi-' 
nent a Servant of God as was Abraham, by.-pre- 
ſenting Bread and Wineto him, whereof he thought 
there was need, 

26, Sixthly, T anſwer, That from what is ſaid, 
Pſ. 110. and Heb, 7, viz. that Feſus Chriſt is a Prieff 
for ever, it will not follow that he mult ofter himſelf 
eyery day in the Mals, under the ſpecies of Bread 
and Wine, by the Miniſtry of Prietts ; for the Apo- 
file writing to the Hebrews, placeth the perpetuity 
of the Prieſthood partly in this, viz, that there is no 
aced be ſhould be offered any more, ſeeing by one oblg- 
tiou he hath conſecrated for ever thoſe that are ſantti- 
fied ; and partly in this, yiz. that being exalted far 
above the Heavens, he intercedes continually for us ; 
for the Prieſthood conſiſts in certain FunCtions, and 
in the virtue and efficacy of them. And ſeeing there 
are two parts of Chrifts Prielſthooe, whereof one re- 
fates to the Oblation of himſelf, which he offered 
onthe Croſs ; and the other to h's Interceion ; it 
is certain that the virtue andefficzcy of the Oblation 
1s eternal, and that the Interceſſon will continue un- 
to the end of the world. 

27. Seventhly, I anſwer, That in all the Holy 


Scripture where the Prieſthood of Melchiſedecis ſpo- | 
Ken of, three things only are mentioned of him, viz, 
thit he 145 a Prieſt, that he was 4 Prieſt for ever, and | 
chat he was ſo with an oath, according tothe appli- | 
cation that is mode of it to Jeſus Chriſt in Pſal, 110. 
211d 


Ch.9, Orthe Maſ dead and buried, 119 


| and Heb, 7.intheſe words, The Lord hath ſworn and 
| will not repent, thou art a Prieſt for ever, after the or- 
| der of Melchiſedec, but there is nothing at all ſpoken 
| of the Sacrthce of Melchiſedec, nor is it ſaid wherein 
it did conſiſt : for as it was fit that all the Offices 
which we find were born by the greateſt Kings, 
{ Prieſts, and Prophets under the old Teſtamerrt, 
ſhould be ccllefed in the perſon of the Meſjab; 
wh'ch was done by propoſing them as Types and 
| Figures of Jeſus Chrift ; and that the moſt: 11- 
| lultrious Type was Melchiſedec; ſoit was more ex- 
pedient not to ſpeak of the nature of the Sacrifice of 
| Melchiſedec, becauſe it was not expedient, than to 
| ſpeak of the mature of the Sacrifice of the Meſiab. 
| And therefore altho we know not the nature and 
| quality of the Sacrifice of Melchiſedec, yet we know 
| thathe wasa Pricft: Evenas we know not in what 
manner he executed his Kingly Office, 

28, Laltly, I anſwer, "that it is falſe that tne/ 
difference between the Prieſthood of Agelchiſeder 
and that of Aaron, did confilt in this, yiz,, thit Aaron 
offered the bloudy Sacrifices of Beaſts,and Melchiſedec 
| offered an unbloudy Sacrifice of Bread and Wine. It 
is alſo falſc that the likeneſs of the Prieſthood of Mel- 
) chiſadec to that of Jeſus Chriſt doth confiſt in this, 
! viz, that as Melchiſedec did ſacriſice Bread and jVine, 
ſo Chriſt did ſacrifice his Body and Bleud under the 
ſpecies of Bread and Wine : thele are humane in- 
ventions, and are founded neither on Scripture nor 
Reaſon, for on the con'rary, the Apoſtle writing 
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tothe Hebrews, placerh the difference between the 
Prieſthood of Melchiſedec and that of Aaron, and 
its likeneſs to that of Chriſt is quite another thing, 
Firſt, he is called Melchiſedec, which being inter- 
preted (25 the Apoſtle ſaith, Heb. 7.) # King of Righ- 
aeſ; and then King of Salem, that is, King of Peace; 
and herein he very well repreſents our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, who is truly King of Righteouſneſs, not on» 
ly becauſe he is righteous, and was always without 
ſin; but alſo becauſe by his Satisfaftion he hath 
purchaſed Righteouſneſs for us, being made unto us of 
God, Righteoxfneſs, Heis alſo truly King of Peace, 
inthat he hath reconciled men unto God, made their 
peace with the Angels, and hath particularly re- 
commended Peace to them, As ſor Aaron and 0- 
thor High Prieſts, they were no Kings, much leſs 
are the Pcicits of the Romiſh Church ſo, and con- 
ſequently cannot be after the Order of Melchiſedec, 
and they that haye written the Lives of the Popes 
have lufficiently declared what Righteouſneſs and 
Peace they have procured for the true and faithful 
Servants of Jeſus Chrift , as I ſhall ſhew at large 
elſewhere. Secondly, The Apoſtle, Heb. 7. repre- 
ſents Melchiſedec to us as a man come from Hea- 


ven, without Father, without Mother, without deſcent, 
having neither beginning of days, nor end of Life : not | 
that he was really ſuch a one, but becauſe Moſes hath 
wholly concealed from us his Father, Mother, De- 
ſcent, Birth and Death, tharhe might be the Type 
ef Chriſt, who was without Father, as he is ny 
| with» 
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without Mother, as God ; without Deſcent, both as 
God and as Man; having neither begining of days 
as God, nor end of life as God; or as Man. But 
the Fathers, Deſcent, Birth, and Death of Aaron, 
and other High Prieſts are exactly deſcribed by A40- 


ſes. And there were never any Popes, Biſhops, or 


Prieſts, whoſe Parents, Birth, and Death, were not 
known, and conſequently they cannot be after the 
Order of Melchiſedec, "Thirdly, The Apoſtle adds, 
that Melchiſedec being made like unto the Son of 
God, abideth a Prieft for ever; becauſe Aoſes 
makes no mentionſof his deat!ty, nor of any one 
that ſucceeded him in his Prieftly Office ; that fo 
he might be the Type of Jeſus Chrift, who never 
lef: his Prieſtly Ofhce, but will exerciſe it until the 
end of the World, always interceding for thoſe that 
are his, by preſenting his Sacrifice to God the Fa- 
ther continually. As for Aaron and other Prieſts, 
they are dead and have had ſucceſſors. And the 
Popes, Biſhops, and Prieſts, die daily, and have ſuc- 
cefſors ; and conſequently are not after the Order 


| of Melchiſedec. Fourthly, The Apoſtle ſaith like- 


| having tak 


wiſe, that Ielchiſedec took Tithes of Abraham, and 
adds that Melchiſedec blefied hin that had the Pro- 
miſes, viz, Abraham, and that the lels is bleſſed of 


Tithes of Abrabam, and bleſſed him, 
and Ley: , /anid all the Prieſts in his perſon , was 
more excellent thin 4braham, Leyt, and all the 


| the — Whence it appears that Melchiſedec 


| Prieſts, In which reſpeRt he was a Type of Jeſus 
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Chriſt, who was infinitely more excellent than Abra- 
ham and all his ſucceſſors; becauſe he in whom all the 
Promites were fulfilled, muſt needs beincomparably 
inore'excellent than he that received themn only. Bur 
1 dd not believe that the Prieſts of the Romiſh Church 
are (o bold as to prefer themſelves before Abraham, 
che Father of the Faithful; in whoſe Seed all the Na- 
tions of the Earth are blefled ; and conſequently are 


not after rhe Order of Melchiſedec. Fifthly, The | 


Apaltle nevec ſpake of the Sacrifice of Melchiſcdec; 
ſo far was he from companing it with the Sacrifice of 
Jeſus Chrilt, as being like it, or with tl;at of Aaron, 


as being nnlike it ; ſu that all that our Adverfaties ſry | 


of it, 1s nothing elſe but meer humane invention, 
2.9, Iconclude my Anſwer with this Argument, 
J. ſas Chiilt hath offered no Sacrifice but after the 
Order whereof he was eſtabliſhed a Peſt. Buthe 
was eſt:bliſhed a Prieſt after the Order of AMelchis 
'{edec only, as the Apoſtle obſerves, Thezetore he 
offered no Sacrifice but after the Order of Mel- 
chiſedec : But (2ccording to the Romiſh Doctors ) 
there is no other Sacrifice af:er the Order cf' Mel- 
chiſedec, but that of the Maſs : "Therefore (accor- 
ding to the Romiſh Doctors) Jeſus Chriſt hath of- | 
fered no other Sacrifice, but that of the Maſs. And | 
ſecing (according to them) the Sacr'fice of the Maf's 
1s an unbloudy Sacrifice, it follows that Jeſus Chrilt 
ha'h cftered no other Sacrifice, but an unbloudy | 
I crifice ; and conſcquently he hath not offered a 
blou-ly Scrifice on the Crols, which is Blaſpnemy. 
F1N.13, 
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